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5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 


There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  December  5,  2011  (Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 


6.  Presentations  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 


A.  Overview  of  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey’s  Interactive  Data  Website 
Presenter:  Peter  Lauterborn,  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey  Coordinator 
http://vefsf.org/vouthvote.html 

B.  Presentation  on  Revolution  Hunger  and  request  for  suggestions  and  organizations  to 
help  build  a San  Francisco  youth  team 

Presenter:  Megan  Emme,  Revolution  Hunger  San  Francisco  Regional  Coordinator 
(Document  B) 


7.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 


A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — 03 — Making  TAY  a Priority  Population 
Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Baer 

(Document  C) 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 04 — Supporting  the  Community  Youth  Center’s 
Bayview  Youth  Advocates  Pledge  Campaign 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 
(Document  D) 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  1,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm. 
City  Hall,  room  345A 
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B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  1,  2012  4:30-6: 15pm, 

City  Hall,  room  345 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  January  18,  2012,  3:30- 
5:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting, 
Wednesday,  January  18,  2012,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting,  Tuesday,  January  17,  2012,  4:45pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345. 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting:  Friday,  January  27, 
2012,  5:30-7:00,  555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  December  5,  201 1 

B.  Commissioner  Sun,  Monday,  December  5,  201 1 

C.  Commissioner  Baer,  Monday,  October  17,  201 1 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 
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The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
DRAFT  Minutes 
Monday,  January  9,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  278 

There  wnll  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERI 

DOCUMEf' 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


SAf 

PUI 


Chair  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:22pm.  Commissioners  present:  Armstrong,  Baer, 
Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun 
Commissioners  absent:  Bonner,  Carrion,  Chan,  Tu  Mutch.  Commissioners  tardy:  Yang  (arrived 
5:29pm).  Staff  present:  Yedidia. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  discussion  or  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve  the 
evening’s  agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  December  5,  201 1 (Document  A) 

There  was  no  discussion  or  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  Youth  Commission  meeting  of  Monday,  December  5,  2011.  This  motion  was 
approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

Jeff  Kaminsky,  a Youth  Commissioner  during  the  2010-201 1 term,  congratulated  the  current 
Youth  Commission  on  its  work — especially  its  campaign  for  free  MUNI  for  youth — telling  them 
that  he  has  been  following  their  work  through  the  internet  from  New  York,  where  he  is  currently 
a student. 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  was  none. 

6.  Presentations  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Overview  of  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey’s  Interactive  Data  Website 
Presenter:  Peter  Lauterborn,  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey  Coordinator 
http://vefsf.orqA/outhvote.  html 
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There  being  no  consistent  internet  access  in  room  278,  Mr.  Lauterborn  deferred  the  bulk 
of  his  presentation  to  a subsequent  Youth  Commission  meeting. 

Mr.  Lauterborn  did,  nonetheless,  devote  a few  minutes  to  describing  the  position  of 
Student  Delegate,  a public  high  school  student  who  serves  on  the  Board  of  Education 
and  casts  advisory  votes.  The  Student  Delegate  is  elected  each  year  through  the  Spring 
Youth  Vote  Student  Survey.  However,  in  order  to  appear  on  the  Youth  Vote  ballot,  a high 
school  student  must  declare  her  intention  to  run  for  the  position.  Mr.  Lauterborn  then 
asked  Commissioners  and  members  of  the  public  to  help  spread  the  word  about  the 
position  of  student  delegate  to  as  many  members  of  San  Francisco’s  diverse  public 
school  communities,  such  that  the  candidates  running  for  Student  Delegate  can  reflect 
the  character  of  the  school  district’s  students. 

Public  Comment: 

Lyslynn  Lacoste,  Director  of  BMAGIC,  asked  about  how  she  could  help  spread  the  word 
among  young  people  who  are  served  by  the  Bayview  community  based  organizations. 

B.  Presentation  on  Revolution  Hunger  and  request  for  suggestions  and  organizations  to 
help  build  a San  Francisco  youth  team 

Presenter:  Megan  Emme,  Revolution  Hunger  San  Francisco  Regional  Coordinator 
(Document  B) 

Ms.  Emme  provided  a presentation  on  Revolution  Hunger,  an  organization  dedicated  to 
raising  awareness  about  worldwide  hunger  issues  through  the  use  of  a youth-  and  user- 
friendly  website  (www.revolutionhunQer.com)  which  asks  visitors  to  fill  out  a personality 
quiz  and  subsequently  categorizes  them  as  a type  of  “Hunger  Fighter." 

Ms.  Emme  explained  that  in  Washington,  DC,  Minneapolis,  MN  and  San  Francisco, 
Revolution  Hunger  is  also  building  “on  the  ground"  teams  of  young  high  school  students 
who  will  find  ways  to  get  other  young  people  more  involved  in  combating  hunger 
(through,  for  example,  canned  food  drives,  trying  to  get  the  website  to  go  viral  and  other 
methods).  Youth  will  be  paid  a $300  stipend  for  their  work  as  a team  member. 

Ms.  Emme  concluded  by  asking  Commissioners  if  they  could  provide  suggestions  for 
organizations  where  she  could  help  recruit  students  to  join  San  Francisco’s  incipient 
Revolution  Hunger  youth  team. 

Commissioners  Armstrong,  Ontiveros,  Baer,  Liang,  Shackelford,  Brodwin  and  Sun  asked 
clarifying  questions  and  offered  Ms.  Emme  advice  as  to  where  to  do  more  outreach. 
Among  the  organizations  they  suggested  she  reach  out  to  were  the  Wellness  Centers, 
Beacon  Centers,  Glide  Memorial,  the  San  Francisco  Food  Bank,  St.  Anthony’s,  the 
Salvation  Army,  Enterprise  for  High  School  Students,  Rafael  House,  the  Homeless 
Prenatal  Program,  the  Family  Services  Agency,  and  the  Catholic  high  schools  (which 
have  well-developed  community  service  requirements). 

Public  Comment: 

Lyslynn  Lacoste,  Director  of  BMAGIC,  asked  how  she  could  help  spread  the  word 
among  young  people  who  are  served  by  the  Bayview  community  based  organizations. 
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Jose-Luis  Mejia,  a Young  Adult  Advocate  at  the  City's  Transitional  Age  Youth  Initiative, 
encouraged  Ms.  Emme  to  reach  out  to  Wellness  Centers  and  the  youth  organization 
CHALK. 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business  (Ail  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — 03 — Making  TAY  a Priority  Population 
Sponsor  and  Presenter  Commissioner  Baer 

(Document  C) 

Commissioner  Baer  introduced  this  item  by  reminding  his  colleagues  that  this  resolution 
was  first  discussed  at  the  Commission  a month  ago.  He  said  that  in  revising  the 
resolution,  the  Youth  City  Services  Committee  tried  to  be  more  specific  about  which  TAY 
should  be  prioritized  by  the  City;  he  also  said  that  the  Committee  tried,  in  the  words  of 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  to  “add  a little  more  heart”  to  the  resolution.  Commissioner 
Baer  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  thanked  Commissioner  Baer  and  the  other  Commissioners 
who  wrote  the  resolution  for  their  strong  work.  He  suggested  that  the  Commission 
consider  adding  Child  Support  Services  to  the  public  systems  listed  in  the  Whereas 
clause  beginning  on  line  1 of  page  2. 

Public  Comment 

Alma  Ruznic,  a Young  Adult  Advocate  at  the  City’s  Transitional  Age  Youth  Initiative, 
thanked  the  Commission  for  drafting  this  resolution.  Adopting  the  resolution  is  a small 
step,  but  an  important  one,  she  said. 

Jose-Luis  Mejia,  a Young  Adult  Advocate  at  the  City’s  Transitional  Age  Youth  Initiative, 
thanked  the  Commission  for  drafting  the  resolution  and  encouraged  them  to  adopt  it.  He 
said  that  after  adopting  it  Youth  Commissioners  and  others  should  go  forward  and  use  it 
as  a tool  to  continue  to  advocate  for  City  departments  to  change  their  policies  and 
procedures  with  respect  to  youth. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  add 
Child  Support  Services  to  the  public  systems  listed  in  the  Whereas  clause  beginning  on 
line  1 of  page  2.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Yang,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  that  the  Commission 
adopt  the  resolution  as  amended.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  unanimous 
roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)- Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 04 — Supporting  the  Community  Youth  Center’s 
Bayview  Youth  Advocates  Pledge  Campaign 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 
(Document  D) 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  explained  to  his  colleagues  that  the  Community  Youth  Center 
(CYC),  a youth  service  provider,  has  recently  launched  an  afterschool  program  for  high 
school  students  in  the  Bayview  called  the  Bayview  Youth  Advocates  (BYA).  Some  12 
young  people  from  CYC  BYA  came  to  the  Youth  Commission’s  Youth  Justice  Committee 
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some  two  months  ago  explaining  that  they  had  launched  a pledge  campaign  to  change 
social  norms  among  young  people  in  the  Bayview  and  make  life  more  positive  and 
healthy.  CYC  BYA  had  asked  the  Youth  Commission  to  write  a resolution  commending 
this  pledge  campaign,  as  they  wanted  to  get  recognition  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  the  Mayor  and,  ultimately,  elected  officials  in  Sacramento.  The  resolution  currently 
being  considered  was  a response  to  this  inspiring  request.  He  concluded  by  saying  that 
the  resolution  was  time  sensitive  and  that  he  would  be  asking  his  colleagues  to  suspend 
the  Youth  Commission’s  bylaws  and  adopt  this  resolution  on  its  first  reading. 

Commissioner  Holloway  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Public  comment: 

Chanelle  Dorton,  a youth  participant  in  CYC  BYA,  said  that  she  felt  these  pledges  were 
feasible  for  young  people  and  could  change  young  people's  lives. 

Jay  Ly,  a CYC  BYA  staff  member,  explained  that  the  pledge  campaign  was  bom  out  of 
a discussion  about  how  to  improve  the  Bayview  community.  CYC  BYA  youth  discussed 
problems  including  police  brutality,  gangs  and  drugs.  Even  though  these  pledges  won’t 
change  all  of  those  problems,  they  will  make  change  on  an  individual  level. 

Lyslynn  Lacoste,  Director  of  BMAGIC,  said  how  inspiring  CYC  BYA's  work  has  been  in 
the  past  months. 

Jose-Luis  Mejia,  a Young  Adult  Advocate  at  the  City’s  Transitional  Age  Youth  Initiative, 
congratulated  the  CYC  BYA  youth  on  their  work.  There  are  different  ways  of  making 
change,  he  said,  and  making  change  on  an  individual  level  is  a very  important  way  to  do 
so. 


Commissioners  Brodwin  and  Shackelford  expressed  excitement  about  supporting  this 
resolution.  Commissioners  Persky,  Yang,  Liang  and  Armstrong  offered  suggestions. 
There  was  a lengthy  discussion  about  how  to  amend  the  Resolved  clause  to  make  the 
resolution’s  request  to  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  more  specific. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Shackelford,  moved  to  suspend 
the  Youth  Commission’s  bylaws  to  consider  adopting  this  resolution  on  its  first  reading. 
This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - 
Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros. 
Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  amend  the 
Resolved  clause  beginning  on  line  21  of  the  first  page  to  read: 

“That  the  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Board  of 
Education  to  acknowledge  and  commend  the  Community  Youth  Center’s  Bayview  Youth 
Advocates  with  a certificate  of  recognition  for  their  contributions  to  a healthier  community  and  to 
acknowledge,  endorse  and  act  on  this  grassroots  pledge  campaign." 

This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Armstrong, 
Baer,  Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 


Chair  LaCroix,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved  to  adopt  the  resolution  as 
amended.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes 
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(12)- Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros, 
Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — 05 — Supporting  President  Obama's  Summer  Jobs+ 
Plan 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Shackelford,  Persky 
(Document  E) 

Commissioner  Armstrong  provided  her  colleagues  with  some  background  on  this 
resolution,  explaining  that  just  last  week  President  Obama  had  announced  an  executive 
initiative  to  invest  heavily  in  providing  summer  jobs  for  16-24  year  olds.  This  resolution, 
drafted  by  the  Youth  Employment  Committee,  simply  asked  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  the  Mayor  to  formally  acknowledge  and  comment  this  presidential  plan  and  to 
consider  doing  something  similar  in  San  Francisco. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  Ontiveros  and  Baer  asked  clarifying  questions  regarding  undocumented 
youth  and  the  specifics  of  the  plan,  respectively.  Commissioner  Liang  suggested 
including  some  San  Francisco-specific  data  into  the  resolution’s  Whereas  clauses. 

Public  Comment: 

Jose-Luis  Mejia,  a Young  Adult  Advocate  at  the  City’s  Transitional  Age  Youth  Initiative, 
spoke  at  length  about  this  resolution,  explaining  that  he  was  in  Washington,  D.  C.  last 
week  at  the  conference  where  Obama's  plan  had  been  announced,  as  Jose-Luis  had 
been  invited  to  speak  on  a youth  panel  with  young  people  from  all  over  the  country.  He 
congratulated  the  Youth  Commission  on  being  so  swift  in  paying  attention  to  the  federal 
government!  He  also  explained  that  the  conference  and  the  Summer  Jobs + plan  brought 
together  business  leaders,  nonprofits  and  government.  Jose-Luis  suggested  that  the 
Youth  Commission  consider  making  amendments  to  the  resolution  that  would  call  on  the 
Mayor  to  do  the  following:  to  prioritize  disconnected  transitional  age  youth  in  his  1 7-point 
“ Roadmap  to  Jobs  and  Opportunity;”  to  call  on  businesses  to  prioritize  TAY  throughout 
his  entire  administration;  to  call  on  San  Francisco  businesses  to  make  a commitment  to 
hiring  young  people  this  summer;  to  call  on  businesses  who  can't  make  a commitment  to 
offering  youth  jobs,  to  offer  other  kinds  of  opportunities  to  young  people — for  example, 
internships,  job  shadowing  or  mentorship;  to  include  undocumented  youth  in  a local 
youth  jobs  plan;  to  prioritize  youth  with  multiple  barriers  to  employment. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Chair  LaCroix,  moved  to  suspend  the  bylaws 
and  consider  this  resolution  on  its  first  reading.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by 
the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix, 
Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Chair  LaCroix,  moved  to  amend  the  resolution 
by  adding  after  line  2 “Whereas,  In  San  Francisco  the  majority  of  youth  want  a job  during 
the  summer,  and  Whereas,  91%  of  San  Francisco’s  young  people  want  a job  either 
during  the  school  year,  summer,  or  year-round,"  and  including  after  the  word  “plan”  on 
line  5 of  page  2 and  “calling  on  businesses  to  commit  to  hiring,  mentoring,  or  training 
San  Francisco  youth,  particularly  in  the  Transitional  Aged  Youth  population  of  16-24 
year-olds  with  barriers  to  employment” 
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A serious  discussion  followed — with  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Shackelford,  Ontiveros  and 
Yang  leading  the  way — about  the  merits  and  problems  with  specifying  which  young  people 
have  barriers  to  employment. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Yang,  made  a substitute  motion  that 
would  include  all  of  the  data  in  Commissioner  Shackelford's  motion  but  also  specify  those 
young  people  with  barriers  to  employment  as  “including,  but  not  limited,  to  formerly 
incarcerated  youth,  LGBTQ  youth,  disabled  youth  and  undocumented  youth." 

Chair  LaCroix  called  for  a vote  on  the  substitute  motion.  This  motion  failed  by  the  following 
roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (7)  - Armstrong,  Baer,  Holloway,  Liang,  Ontiveros,  Sun,  Yang;  No’s  (5)  - 
Brodwin,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Persky,  Shackelford. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Persky,  moved  to  adopt  the 
resolution  as  amended.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote: 
Ayes  (12) -Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker, 
Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Yedidia  told  Commissioners  that  they  had  less  than  6 months  of  regularly  scheduled  meetings 
as  a Commission,  and  that  he  hoped  they  would  take  seriously  their  roles  on  the  Commission 
and  accomplish  things  in  the  time  they  have  left.  He  reminded  Commissioners  about  the  Mid 
Year  retreat,  which  was  set  for  January  21  and  22.  He  invited  Commissioners  to  help  plan  the 
retreat  at  two  upcoming  meetings  (this  Wednesday  and,  January  1 1 and  Friday,  January  13). 

He  also  invited  Commissioners  to  come  to  a Youth  Advocacy  Day  planning  meeting  on 
Wednesday,  January  25.  He  announced  to  Commissioners  that  earlier  in  the  day  Mayor  Lee 
had  appointed  Christina  Olague  to  the  seat  of  Supervisor  for  District  5 (upon  former  Supervisor 
Ross  Mirkarimi’s  swearing  in  as  Sheriff  one  year  before  the  end  of  his  Supervisorial  term).  He 
concluded  by  showing  Commissioners  video  of  the  2000-2001  Youth  Commission’s  Executive 
Committee’s  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  This  Commission  adopted  22  resolutions  and 
made  classroom  presentations  to  over  1,000  students.  He  encouraged  Commissioners  to  be 
inspired. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  1,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345A 

Chair  LaCroix  offered  her  colleagues  four  distinct  ways  of  getting  involved  in  the  Free 
MUNI  for  Youth  campaign,  which  would  be  reaching  its  legislative  conclusion  in  the  next 
month-and-a-half.  Commissioner  Yang  encouraged  her  colleagues  to  help  plan  the 
retreat  by  participating  in  this  week’s  upcoming  meetings.  Commissioner  Brodwin  said 
she’d  spoken  with  all  of  her  colleagues  about  community  outreach  and  that  everyone 
was  participating  in  outreach  in  some  way. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  1,  2012  4:30-6:15pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  told  his  colleagues  that  the  committee  was  drafting  resolutions 
on  getting  incarcerated  young  people  access  to  the  yard  at  Juvenile  Hall  and  on  getting 
the  Police  Department  to  provide  training  to  its  officers  on  how  to  interact  with  youth. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  January  18,  2012,  3:30- 
5:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 
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Commissicner  Yang  explained  that  the  committee  would  be  meeting  sometime  before 
the  mid  year  retreat  to  discuss  policy  recommendations.. 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting, 
Wednesday,  January  18,  2012,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  at  the  next  meeting 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting,  Tuesday,  January  17,  2012,  4:45pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  explained  that  the  committee  had  resolutions  in  the  works 
regarding  requiring  Youth  Involvement  Plans  for  big  City  events  (for  example,  America's 
Cup). 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting:  Friday,  January  27, 
2012,  5:30-7:00,  555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  the  Youth  Advisory  Council 
has  been  reviewing  Requests  for  Proposals  for  small,  community-based  summits.  They 
would  be  making  recommendations  for  which  summits  to  award  money  to  in  the  coming 
weeks. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  December  5,  201 1 

In  Commissioner  Carrion's  absence,  this  item  was  tabled. 

B.  Commissioner  Sun,  Monday,  December  5,  201 1 

Commissioner  Sun  explained  that  she  had  been  a few  minutes  tardy  to  the  December 
5th  meeting  because  of  the  bus. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  excuse  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Commissioner  Baer,  Monday,  October  17,  2011 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  he  had  been  a few  minutes  tardy  to  the  October  17m 
meeting  because  of  MUNI. 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Shackelford,  moved  to  excuse 
this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Chair  LaCroix  distributed  the  letter  she  had  sent  earlier  that  morning,  which  contained  a brief 
response  to  his  Roadmap  to  Jobs  and  Opportunity  she  had  written  with  the  help  of  Committee 
Chairs,  congratulating  Mayor  Lee  on  his  inauguration  for  his  first  elected  term.  She  welcomed 
Commissioners'  feedback. 

Commissioner  Sun  encouraged  her  colleagues  to  check  out  the  upcoming  teen  programs  (of 
which  there  are  many!)  at  the  Ortega  Library,  where  she  has  been  volunteering. 
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Commissioners  Holloway  and  Brodwin  invited  Commissioners  to  the  second  annual  Know  Your 
Rights  event  at  Lick-Wilmerding  High  School  set  for  the  Martin  Luther  King  Jr.  holiday,  this 
Monday,  January  16,  2012.  The  event  would  draw  over  100  students  from  all  over  the  city,  and 
would  include  workshops  on  civil  rights  and  social  change— including  a workshop  on  the  Youth 
Commission! 

12.  Adjournment 

Chair  LaCroix  adjourned  the  meeting  at  7:50pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,.  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfaov.ora 

www.sfaov.ora/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  dub/  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfaov.ora. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical- based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfgov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Mid  Year  Retreat 
Agenda 

Saturday,  January  21,2012 
9:00am~5:00pm 
San  Francisco  Public  Library 
Main  Branch 
Latino  Room  (basement) 

100  Larkin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Cali 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 


4.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  Only) 

01-17-12P01 :44  RCVD 


A.  Check-1  n/Team  Builder/Ice  Breaker 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  and  Staff 


GOVERNMENT 

B.  Reflection  on  first  five  months 

Presenters:  Commissioner  LaCroix  and  Staff 


C.  City  Budget  Workshop 

Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Holloway,  Staff 

5.  Adjournment 


JAN  1 7 2012 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
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ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Mid  Year  Retreat 
Draft  Minutes 
Saturday  January  21,  2012 
9:00am- 5:00pm 
San  Francisco  Public  Library 
Main  Branch 
Latino  Room  (basement) 

100  Larkin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEP' 


There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


FEB  - 3 2012 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

Chair  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  9:30  AM. 

Commissioners  present:  Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang.  Commissioners 
absent:  Chan.  Commissioners  tardy:  Baer  (arrived  at  1:20PM).  Staff  present:  Yedidia, 

Truong. 


There  was  quorum. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


There  was  no  discussion  or  public  comment. 


Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway  moved  to  approve  the  agenda 
of  January  21,  2012.  The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 


4.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  Only) 

A.  Check-ln/Team  Builder/Ice  Breaker 
Presenters:  Commissioner  T u Mutch  and  Staff 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  started  the  mid-year  retreat  by  leading  her  peers  through  a 
series  of  interactive  team-building  exercises. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

B.  Reflection  on  first  five  months 
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Presenters:  Commissioner  LaCroix  and  Staff 


Commissioner  LaCroix  led  her  peers  through  a reflection  activity  regarding  the 
commission’s  work  in  the  last  6 months  and  individual  commissioners’  work  and  role 
as  an  active  commissioner.  Staff  also  shared  thoughts  on  getting  work  done  in  the 
remaining  months  of  each  commissioner’s  term.  Staff  stressed  the  importance  of 
each  commissioner’s  duty  to  be  accountable  and  representative  of  the  unmet  needs 
of  youth  in  San  Francisco. 

Commissioners  then  spent  some  time  reflecting  on  their  work  as  individual 
commissioners,  in  committee,  and  as  a whole  commission.  Commissioners  then 
discussed  ways  in  which  they  were  going  to  move  forward  and  fulfill  their  role  in 
representing  youth  voice  in  San  Francisco. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

Chair  La  Croix  called  the  meeting  to  recess  at  12:07  p.m. 

Chair  La  Croix  called  the  meeting  back  to  order  at  1 :07  p.m.  and  rounded 
commissioners  up  for  the  second  half  of  the  retreat. 

C.  City  Budget  Workshop 

Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Holloway,  Staff 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  introduced  the  budget  workshop  by  sharing  her  personal 
experiences  in  becoming  involved  in  the  budget  process  and  why  it  is  important  to 
have  youth  voice  as  part  of  the  process. 

Commissioner  Holloway  and  Mr.  Yedidia  then  lead  commissioners  through  a detailed 
overview  of  the  City’s  annual  budget  process.  There  was  time  for  question  and 
answer.  Commissioners  discussed  the  importance  of  the  budget  process  and  how 
their  work  can  link  up  with  the  budget  process. 

Chair  LacCroix  then  called  the  meeting  to  recess  at  2:20  p.m. 

Chair  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  back  to  order  at  2:40  p.m. 

Commissioner  Yang  then  jumped  in  to  explain  to  her  peers  the  timeline  for  the  City’s 
annual  budget  process.  Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  and  engaged  in  a 
lively  discussion. 

Commissioner  Holloway  then  led  his  peers  through  a budget  bingo  game  to  further 
internalize  the  knowledge  they  had  just  learned  about  the  budget. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

5.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  4:21  p.m. 
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Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfaov.orQ 

www.sfaov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfgov.ora. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario, vedidia@sfqov.org ] at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Mid  Year  Retreat 
Agenda 

Sunday,  January  22,  2012 
9:00am~4:00pm 
San  Francisco  Public  Library 
Main  Branch 
Latino  Room  (basement) 

100  Larkin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 
There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


01-17-12P01 :46  RCVD 


3.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

GOVERNMENT 

4.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  Only) 

A.  Energizer 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  and  Staff 

B.  Public  Speaking  Workshop 

Presenters:  Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League  Staff 

C.  Committee  Reports  (Youth  Employment  Committee;  Youth  Justice  Committee;  Youth 
City  Services  Committee;  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  School  District  Curriculum 
and  Class  Time  Issues  Committee;  School  District  Student  Support  and  Facilities 
Committee) 

Presenters:  Committee  Chairs 

D.  Goal  Setting  Workshop 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Brodwin  and  Staff 


5.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfaov.org/vc 
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KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Mid  Year  Retreat 
Draft  Minutes 
Sunday,  January  22,  2012 
9:00am~4:00pm 
San  Francisco  Public  Library 
Main  Branch 
Latino  Room  (basement) 


DOCUMEr 


100  Larkin  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  w nil  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


FEB  -3 


SAN  F 
PUBL 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Chair  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  9:33  a.m. 

Commissioners  present:  Armstrong,  Baer,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Holloway,  LaCroix, 
Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun.  Commissioners 
absent:  Chan.  Commissioners  tardy:  Yang  (arrived  at  9:  35AM).  Staff  present:  Yedidia, 
Truong. 

There  was  quorum. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda  of  January  22,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 

4.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  Only) 

A.  Energizer 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  and  Staff 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  started  the  second  day  of  the  mid-year  retreat  with  a few 
energizer  activities.  Commissioners  participated  in  a lively  team  building  activity. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

B.  Public  Speaking  Workshop 

Presenters:  Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League  Staff 

The  Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League  staff  Perry  W.  Green  and  Dmitri  Seals 
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introduced  themselves  to  the  commission  and  gave  a detailed  overview  on  how 
commissioners  can  serve  as  compelling  examples  of  active  citizenship  during  public 
comment. 

Mr.  Seals  then  explained  the  relationship  between  the  SUN  (Self-Us-Now)  model 
and  the  3-tier  process  (personal  narrative,  academic/traditional  intellectual,  and 
organic  intellectual)  for  public  speaking  and  how  it  can  help  in  the  context  of  public 
advocacy. 

Commissioners  engaged  in  a robust  discussion  about  breaking  the  stereotypes  and 
reasons  politicians  would  dismiss  youth  during  public  comment,  and  gave  input  on 
why  their  voice  matters. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

C.  Committee  Reports  (Youth  Employment  Committee;  Youth  Justice  Committee;  Youth 
City  Services  Committee;  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  School  District  Curriculum 
and  Class  Time  Issues  Committee;  School  District  Student  Support  and  Facilities 
Committee) 

Presenters:  Committee  Chairs 

Commissioners  Armstrong,  Ontiveros,  Baer,  Yang,  and  Bonner,  gave  a brief 
presentation  on  where  their  respective  committees  were  at  in  terms  of  mid-year  goals 
and  budget  priorities. 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  Chair  of  the  Youth  Employment  Committee  shared  the 
following  on  where  her  committee  was  at: 

'Fall  Semester  - Research 

• LYRIC,  SF  Youth  Employment  Coalition,  America’s  Cup,  Youth  Works,  Youth 
Vote,  DCYF,  and  more... 

• drafted  recommendations  and  feedback  to  America’s  Cup  Youth  Involvement 
Plan  & Mayor  Lee’s  Jobs  Plan 

'Spring  Semester 

• Reso  1:  Summer  Jobs  + 

Status:  passed,  Elsberndto  sponsor  at  board  and  meeting  with  Mayor's  aides  set 
up  (Shackelford,  Persky) 

• Reso  2:  Youth  Jobs  Plan  in  City  to  private  sector  deals 
Status:  Almost  done,  talk  about  it  in  meeting 

• Reso  3:  Youth  Involvement  Plan  in  city  events 
Status:  In  process/almost  done,  more  research 

• Reso  4:  One  -Stop  centers  budget 
Status:  in  progress/research 

'Outreach:  Summer  Jobs+  awareness  (especially  in  disadvantaged  communities) 
'Budget  Priorities  (late  February) 
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• One  Stop  Centers 

• Efficient/effective  youth  employment  funding 

• More  funding  for  summer  jobs 

‘Research: 

• Employment  for  undocumented  youth  (connect  more  with  other  committees  on 
this) 

• Summer  Jobs+  plan,  stay  up  to  date  on  this 

• DCYF’s  youth  employment  program  satisfaction  surveys 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Chair  of  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  shared  the  following 
committee  priorities: 

• YGC  Yard  Resolution  Completion  (deadline:  Friday,  January  27,  2012) 

• police  training  on  de-escalation  tactics  (Wed,  January  25,  2012  2-4  pm  in 
Campos’  office) 

• distribution  of  Know  Your  Rights  materials,  planning  for  possible  interactive 
event/assembly  for  youth 

• implement  DGO  7.02 

• getting  youth  access  to  libraries  at  the  hall  and  log  cabin  ranch,  TBD  - 
investigate  possible  funding  sources 

• SAC  plan  of  action  and  email  Library  Program  Coordinator 

• meet  at  Lick  or  City  on  February  9,  2012 

Commissioner  Baer,  Chair  of  the  Youth  City  Services  committee  shared  the  following 
committee  priorities: 

Goals: 

• Hearing  on  Housing 

• Budget  Priorities 

• Resolutions 

o Follow-up  on  TAY 
o Hearing 
o 12N 
o Database 

o Proposed  ordinance  in  Castro 

Timeline: 

1 . Budget/Hearing 

2.  Budget/Hearing/Resolutions 

3.  Resolutions 

4.  Resolutions 

‘FREE  MUNI!! 

Commissioner  Yang,  Chair  of  the  Youth  Immigration  Committee  shared  the  following 
committee  priorities: 

• More  outreach  to  the  immigrant  community 

• Employment  for  undocumented  youth 

• Internships  and  educational  scholarships  for  undocumented  youth 


• Access  to  more  classes  in  SFUSD,  SFUSD  to  pay  more  attention  to  immigrant 
youth  at  their  schools 

• More  workshops  on  financial  aid,  higher  education,  etc. . . for  this  community 

• Toolkit  for  counselors  to  better  serve  undocumented  youth 

• More  legal  services  , legal  clinics  (collaborate  with  OCEIA) 

• Mentorship,  cultural  affirmation,  political  education,  leadership/empowerment 

Commissioner  Carrion  left  the  retreat  at  2:45  p.m. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

D.  Goal  Setting  Workshop 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Brodwin  and  Staff 

Commissioner  Brodwin  led  her  colleagues  through  a goal  setting  workshop.  Brodwin 
started  with  an  introduction  to  S.M.A.R.T.  goals,  which  stands  for  smart,  measurable, 
attainable,  realistic,  and  timely  goals. 

After  Brodwin’s  presentation,  commissioners  got  into  small  groups  to  discuss  their 
individual  and  group  goals  for  the  rest  of  the  year.  Commissioners  engaged  in  a 
serious  discussion  on  where  they  were  at  with  respect  to  their  work  as  a 
commissioner,  what  they  were  lacking  on,  and  how  they  can  best  support  each 
other.  Commissioners  then  created  goals  to  move  forward. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

5.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  3:42  p.m. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 
City  Hall,  Room  244 
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1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 
Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 
E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  (phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfaov.oral  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  February  6,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  January  9,  2012  (Document  A) 

B.  Saturday,  January  21,  2012  (Document  B) 

C.  Sunday,  January  22,  2012  (Document  C) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

6.  Presentations 

A.  Overview  of  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey’s  Interactive  Data  Website  (Discussion  Only) 
Presenter:  Peter  Lauterborn,  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey  Coordinator 
http://vefsf.org/vouthvote.html 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 06 — Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center 
Large  Outdoor  Recreation  Area  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  D) 
Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 

B.  Memo  from  Executive  Committee  to  Youth  Commissioners,  “Instructions  and  checklists 
for  remaining  2011-2012  Youth  Commission  term”  (Discussion  Only)  (Document  E) 
Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

C.  1 112 — M2 — Sponsoring  a Community  Youth  Budget  Town  Hall/Training  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Document  F) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

D.  Youth  Commission  Application  for  2012-2013  Term  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  G) 

Presenters:  Youth  Commission  Staff 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 


02-03- 1 2 A08  : 34  RCVD 

GOVERNMENT 
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gjp  Youth  Commission 


A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  15,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Thursday,  February  9,  2012  4:30-6: 15pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  22,  2012,  3:30- 
5:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting, 
Wednesday,  February  8,  2012,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting,  Tuesday,  February  7,  2012,  5:15pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345. 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

D.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

E.  Commissioner  Baer,  Saturday,  January  21,  2012 

F.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Sunday,  January  22,  2012 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 
City  Hall,  Room  244 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

FEB  1 7 2012 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

Chair  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:17pm.  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Jonathan  Baer,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin, 

Angel  Carrion,  Leah  LaCroix,  Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Rene 
Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun.  Commissioners  tardy:  Javonte 
Holloway  (arrived  at  5:21  p.m.),  Betty  Huey  (arrived  at  5:25  p.m.).  Commissioners  absent: 

Happy  Yang.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  approve  the  agenda.  This 
motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


Op  Youth  Commission 

San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  Minutes 

Monday,  February  6, 2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  January  9,  2012  (Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to 
approve  the  minutes  to  the  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  of  January  9,  2012.  This 
motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Saturday,  January  21 , 2012  (Document  B) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  Youth  Commission’s  mid-year  retreat  of  January  21,  2012.  This  motion 
was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Sunday,  January  22,  2012  (Document  C) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Persky,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Liang,  moved  to  approve  the 
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minutes  to  the  Youth  Commission’s  mid-year  retreat  of  January  22,  2012.  This  motion 
was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

David  Pilpel  made  the  following  suggestions  to  improve  the  Youth  Commission’s  meeting 
minutes:  to  include  both  first  and  last  names  in  the  first  reference  to  all  individuals  and 
commissioners,  to  spell  out  all  acronyms,  and  to  be  as  clear  as  possible.  Mr.  Pilpel  also 
asked  Youth  Commission  staff  to  look  over  the  dates  of  the  retreat  in  the  application  that 
was  included  in  the  meeting  agenda  packet.  Mr.  Pilpel  also  shared  with  commissioners  that 
he  is  currently  serving  on  the  city’s  redistricting  task  force  and  have  noticed  that  there  has 
not  been  a lot  of  youth  voice  during  public  comment  at  these  meetings.  Mr.  Pilpel  then 
invited  commissioners  to  become  more  involved  in  the  redistricting  task  force,  and  would 
gladly  give  a presentation  on  redistricting  to  the  Youth  Commission  at  a future  meeting. 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  was  none. 

6.  Presentations 

A.  Overview  of  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey’s  Interactive  Data  Website  (Discussion  Only) 
Presenter:  Peter  Lauterborn,  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey  Coordinator 
http://vefsf.org/vouthvote.htmi 

This  item  was  tabled. 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112—06 — Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center 
Large  Outdoor  Recreation  Area  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  D) 
Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  introduced  this  item  by  commending  the  work  of  the  Youth 
Justice  Committee,  whose  commitment  to  working  on  this  resolution  stemmed  from 
personal  experiences  and  recognizing  the  need  to  focus  on  this  issue.  He  then 
welcomed  and  thanked  William  Siffermann,  Chief  Probation  Officer  of  Juvenile  Probation 
Department  for  being  at  the  meeting.  Ontiveros  then  laid  out  the  format  of  this  item, 
which  is  to  start  with  a first  reading  of  the  resolution  into  the  public  record,  then  Chief 
Siffermann  will  give  a short  presentation  answering  questions  the  Youth  Justice 
Committee  had  prepared,  then  there  will  be  time  for  public  comment,  and  clarifying 
questions  from  Youth  Commissioners  after. 

Commissioners  Carrion  and  Holloway  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

After  the  resolution  was  read  into  the  public  record,  Commissioner  Ontiveros  briefed 
members  of  the  public  on  what  a resolution  is,  and  reminded  his  peers  on  the 
commission  that  this  was  only  a first  reading,  amendments  would  not  be  taken  at  the 
meeting,  and  a second  reading  would  take  place  at  the  next  full  Youth  Commission 
meeting.  Ontiveros  then  invited  Chief  Probation  Officer,  William  Siffermann  to  present 
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hie  answers  to  questions  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  asked. 

Chief  Slffermann,  introduced  himself  as  Chief  Probation  Officer  of  the  Juvenile  Probation 
Department,  and  provided  background  information  on  his  support  of  youth  voice  in 
government;  and  his  former  work  and  experiences  in  the  creation  of  a juvenile  advisory 
council  (JAC)  In  Chicago,  which  became  a model  for  other  JACs  across  the  nation, 
Including  the  San  Francisco  Juvenile  Advisory  Council  (SF  JAC).  Chief  Siffermann 
voiced  his  support  in  the  partnership  between  the  Youth  Commission  and  the  Juvenile 
Probation  Department,  and  the  spirit  and  the  goal  behind  this  resolution.  However,  there 
are  certain  parts  of  the  present  form  of  the  resolution  which  he  cannot  fully  support.  Mr. 
Slffermann  noted  the  challenge  the  department  faces  in  not  being  included  during  the 
design  phase  of  tho  outdoor  recreation  area,  and  as  such  there  are  various  nuances  in 
the  accessibility  of  the  outdoor  recreation  area. 

Chief  Siffermann  noted  that  his  meeting  with  Youth  Commission  Director  Mario  Yedidia 
on  January  31,  201  was  unfortunately  not  attended  by  Youth  Justice  Committee 
members  because  they  were  in  school;  and  expressed  that  he  would  have  liked  to 
discuss  the  resolution  more  in  depth  with  them  at  the  meeting.  In  response  to  the 
resolution's  focus  of  looking  into  greater  use  of  the  outdoor  recreation  area  facility,  Mr. 
Siffermann  stated  that  it  is  not  a matter  of  will,  but  a matter  of  resources,  capacity, 
safety,  and  security  that  has  prevented  the  department  to  move  into  this  direction. 

In  response  to  the  question  of  large  muscle  activity  in  Title  15,  Mr.  Siffermann  stated  that 
the  department  currently  provides  1 hour  and  45  minutes  to  2 hours  a day  of  large 
muscle  exercise  when  combined  with  physical  education  in  the  gym.  There  are  also  very 
many  competing  recreational  activities  offered  to  youth  in  facilities.  In  response  to 
staffing  issue.  Mr.  Siffermann  shared  that  staffing  is  also  a key  issue  in  preventing 
accessibility  to  the  outdoor  recreation  area.  Currently,  there  is  net  enough  staff  to 
assume  post  position  in  the  large  recreation  facility  while  youth  are  out 

Chief  Siffermann  shared  with  commissioners  that  he  had  redirected  his  staff  to  come  up 
with  a pilot  program  design  where  the  large  outdoor  recreational  area  vvll  be  used  to 
implement  sometime  m March.  This  wll  be  a more  proactive  approach  in  ’cckirg  rto  the 
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Twyrina  Lang,  a participant  at  the  Center  for  Young  Womens  Development,  spoke  about 
her  personal  experience  at  juvenile  hall  and  not  being  able  to  have  access  to  the  outdoor 
space.  When  Ms.  Lang  was  incarcerated,  she  had  only  been  outside  twice.  Ms.  Lang 
had  thoughts  of  hurting  herself  and  felt  she  had  no  options  for  recreational  activity.  Ms. 
Lang  urged  commissioners  to  work  towards  providing  access  to  the  outdoor  space  for 
youth  in  the  hall. 

Renecia  Threadgill,  a participant  of  the  Sisters  Rising  program  at  the  Center  for  Young 
Womens  Development,  spoke  about  her  personal  experiences  of  being  in  juvenile  hall 
sharing  that  youth  are  still  energetic  even  after  participating  in  recreational  activities. 
During  quiet  time  at  night,  the  indoor  facility  felt  very  lonely  and  depressing  to  her.  Ms. 
Threadgill  said  that  the  need  for  physical  education  and  outdoor  physical  activity  is 
important  as  it  is  also  therapeutic. 

Rycki  Ambeau,  a participant  of  the  Center  for  Young  Women’s  Development,  suggested 
that  the  department  try  different  staff  to  youth  ratio  in  trying  to  schedule  outdoor 
recreation  area  time  for  youth  in  the  hall.  Ms.  Ambeau  spoke  about  stories  she  had 
heard  from  peers  who  had  been  previously  incarcerated  who  suffered  from  depression 
while  being  inside  juvenile  hall. 

Byron  Rodriguez,  a formerly  incarcerated  youth,  spoke  about  his  personal  experiences 
at  juvenile  hall.  During  his  time  at  the  hall,  he  was  only  allowed  access  to  the  outdoor 
recreation  area  about  4-5  times.  He  felt  that  department  staff  only  allowed  youth  to  be 
outdoors  only  when  staff  felt  like  going  out  or  if  they  were  in  a good  mood.  It  was  also 
usually  youth  on  good  behavior  who  were  able  to  go  outside.  Mr.  Rodriguez  felt  all  youth 
in  the  hall,  should  have  regular  access  to  the  outdoor  recreation  area,  regardless  if  staff 
were  in  the  mood. 

Brittany  Shaw,  a participant  at  the  Center  for  Young  Women's  Development,  stated  that 
during  her  time  at  juvenile  hall,  a majority  of  the  day  was  spent  in  her  room.  When  there 
was  time  to  access  the  little  patio,  she  felt  very  happy.  She  felt  that  being  indoors  for  a 
long  period  of  time  would  make  a young  person  get  more  anxious.  She  does  not 
understand  why  a lot  of  time  and  energy  went  into  building  a large  outdoor  recreation 
area,  when  youth  are  not  able  to  go  out  and  enjoy  it.  She  asked  commissioners  to 
continue  to  look  into  use  of  the  large  outdoor  recreation  area. 

Ashley,  a Sisters  Rising  Program  Associate  at  the  Center  for  Young  Women’s 
Development,  asked  why  $47. 7 million  was  invested  in  building  the  large  outdoor 
recreation  area  with  no  one  making  sure  the  space  was  going  to  be  accessible.  If  there 
was  money  for  building  the  recreation  area,  there  should  also  be  money  for  staff  and 
resources  to  bring  youth  out  to  the  recreation  area. 

Jasmine  Hawkins,  a Sisters  Rising  Program  Coordinator  at  the  Center  for  Young 
Women’s  Development,  spoke  about  her  experience  in  leading  workshops  for  youth 
incarcerated  at  juvenile  hall  every  Friday.  She  said  that  when  youth  are  participating  in 
the  activities  and  workshops  provided  by  Sisters  Rising,  they  become  happier  and  feel 
more  engaged.  She  feels  that  the  large  outdoor  recreation  area  should  be  accessible  to 
all.  Ms.  Hawkins  commended  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  for  their  work  and  dedication 
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to  meet  the  unmet  needs  of  youth  in  Juvenile  Hall. 

Chair  LaCroix  asked  commissioners  to  now  take  the  time  to  ask  technical  and  clarifying 
questions. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  thanked  all  the  youth  who  provided  feedback  to  the  first 
reading  of  the  resolution,  and  asked  his  peers  on  the  commission  to  continue  the 
discussion. 

Commissioner  Carrion  spoke  about  his  personal  experience  of  being  in  juvenile  hall  for 
two  years.  He  clarified  that  only  4-5  youth  are  allowed  to  visit  the  small  court  yard 
currently  used  for  outdoor  recreation.  He  also  clarified  the  different  schedules  youth  had 
for  recreational  purposes,  and  asked  commissioners  to  think  about  the  limited  number  of 
youth  who  can  even  utilize  the  small  court  yard  per  day.  He  then  acknowledged  and 
thanked  the  Chief  for  his  time  and  presentation  at  the  Youth  Commission  meeting. 

Commissioner  Bonner  suggested  to  the  authors  of  the  resolution  to  look  into  the  effects 
of  not  having  adequate  exercise  and  nutrition  when  youth  are  institutionalized  in  juvenile 
probation  for  a period  of  time. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  asked  the  Chief  about  the  current  dimensions  of  the  courtyard 
that  are  adjacent  to  the  unit  and  to  further  explain  how  the  current  staff  to  youth  ratio  is  a 
challenge  to  allow  youth  access  to  the  outdoor  recreation  area. 

Chief  Siffermann  replied  that  he  does  not  currently  have  the  dimensions  of  the  courtyard 
facility.  He  said  that  the  outdoor  recreation  area,  for  as  large  as  it  is,  needs  additional 
staff  to  supervise  youth  when  outdoors.  Currently,  there  is  a reduced  number  of  staff 
qualified  to  supervise,  as  well  as  a short  period  of  time  during  the  day  when  youth  are 
allowed  out,  due  to  the  other  mandated  programs  and  recreational  activities,  making  it 
very  difficult  to  allow  access  to  the  outdoor  recreation  area. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  and  Brodwin  asked  clarifying  questions  about  the  budget,  the 
fence  in  the  outdoor  recreation  area,  and  current  staffing  issues. 

Chief  Siffermann  welcomed  further  discussion  about  the  outdoor  recreation  area  in  a 
committee  setting.  He  then  went  on  to  explain  that  when  staff  transferred  from  the  old, 
smaller  facility  to  the  new,  larger  facility,  there  was  not  an  increase  in  staff  to  help.  Chief 
Siffermann  stated  that  he  would  need  at  least  6 additional  staff  to  allow  youth  to  have 
access  to  the  large  outdoor  recreation  area,  while  also  providing  safety  and  security.  In 
response  to  the  question  about  building  the  fence  higher  in  the  large  outdoor  recreation 
area,  Mr.  Siffermann  stated  that  he  did  not  advocate  for  redesigning  the  fence,  before 
looking  at  how  to  use  existing  staff,  as  there  are  other  capital  needs  within  the 
department  that  has  more  of  a priority  than  just  fixing  the  design  flaw.  Chief  Siffermann 
added  that  the  greatest  amount  of  collaboration  between  Juvenile  Probation  Department 
and  the  Youth  Commission  would  be  to  urge  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to 
provide  the  department  with  the  resources  it  needs  in  order  to  make  the  large  outdoor 
recreation  area  available  for  all  youth  detainees  to  use. 


Commissioner  Ontiveros  stated  that  he  would  like  to  move  forward  and  work  on  a 
resolution  that  would  ultimately  include  feedback  and  satisfy  the  Youth  Commission, 
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Juvenile  Probation  Department,  Chief  Siffermann,  the  community,  and  youth  detainees 
Ontiveros  thanked  Chief  Siffermann  for  his  time  and  work. 

B.  Memo  from  Executive  Committee  to  Youth  Commissioners,  "Instructions  and  checklists 
for  remaining  2011-2012  Youth  Commission  term”  (Discussion  Only)  (Document  E) 
Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Chair  LaCroix  gave  some  contextual  background  on  how  the  Executive  Committee  put 
together  the  instructions  and  checklist  document  for  the  remaining  months  of  the  2011- 
2012  Youth  Commission  term.  Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Brodwin  took  turns  going 
through  the  document  with  their  peers.  They  encouraged  commissioners  to  carry  out 
their  goals  set  at  the  mid  year  retreat,  work  on  at  least  one  more  resolution  for  the  rest  of 
the  year,  speak  in  public  comment  at  public  meetings,  and  to  be  very  specific  when 
aligning  their  goals  with  a timeline. 

Commissioner  Bonner  volunteered  to  take  the  lead  on  item  5 of  Document  E 
"Collaboration  & Sharing  Knowledge”. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions.  Commissioner  LaCroix  thanked  her  peers  for 
their  time,  hard  work,  and  dedication  in  moving  forward. 

No  official  action  was  taken. 

C.  1 1 12— M2— Sponsoring  a Community  Youth  Budget  Town  Hall/Training  (Discussion  and 
Possible  Action)  (Document  F) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 
There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Brodwin  introduced  this  item  by  providing  some  context  on 
how  the  Executive  Committee  came  to  the  idea  of  putting  on  a Youth  Budget  Town 
Hall/Training.  Commissioners  LaCroix  explained  that  commissioners  are  in  a unique 
position  with  access  to  their  appointing  supervisors  and  understanding  the  city’s  budget 
process.  As  such,  commissioners  should  invest  time  to  train  young  people  who  are  out 
in  the  community  and  do  not  understand  or  are  not  even  engaged  in  the  budget  process. 
LaCroix  explained  that  if  approved,  the  Youth  Budget  Town  Hall/Training,  will  be  an  “all 
hands  on  deck”  event,  all  commissioners  will  be  erquired  to  attend  and  participate  in  the 
town  hall  and  training. 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  the  timeline  that  she  had  put  together  to  get 
commissioners  schedule  and  availability  on  when  they  can  commit  to  working  on  the 
youth  budget  town  hall.  Brodwin  explained  that  she  and  LaCroix  will  be  in  the  office 
regularly  to  help  with  the  planning  of  the  town  hall. 

Commissioners  Bonner,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Shackelford,  and  Liang  had 
clarifying  questions  about  the  outreach,  location,  and  agenda  of  the  youth  budget  town 
hall. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix,  moved  to  amend  line  4 and 
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'Youth  Commission 


5 to  allow  the  youth  budget  town  hall/training  to  be  held  in  a facility  in  the  community 
outside  of  City  Hall  "and/or’  at  City  Hall  on  March  5,  2012. 

The  motion  to  amend  the  motion  to  sponsor  the  community  youth  budget  town 
hall/training  passed  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15)  - Armstrong, 
Baer,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu 
Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun. 

Commissioner  Carrion  shared  with  commissioners  that  his  mother  works  at  the  Mission 
YMCA  and  would  look  into  using  the  space  at  a reduced  rate  to  hold  the  youth  budget 
town  hall  and  training.  Commissioners  Bonner,  Ontiveros,  and  Shackelford  discussed 
the  target  population  of  this  town  hall,  the  training  to  be  offered  at  the  town  hall,  and  the 
possibilities  of  hosting  the  budget  town  hall  at  two  different  locations. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved  to  substitute  the 
motion  to  have  a town  hall  training  on  March  5,  2012  and/or  on  a second  date  and  time. 
The  substitute  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  unanimous  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15) 
-Armstrong,  Baer,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun. 

D.  Youth  Commission  Application  for  2012-201 3 Term  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  G) 

Presenters:  Youth  Commission  Staff 

Phimy  Truong,  the  Youth  Commission's  Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and 
Administration,  took  the  podium  to  present  before  the  Commission.  She  explained  that 
staff  was  seeking  something  very  simple:  approving  the  publication  of  this  application, 
such  that  staff  and  Commissioners  can  do  outreach  with  this 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  approve  the 
Youth  Commission  application  for  2012-2013  term.  The  motion  passed  by  the  following 
roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (13)  - Armstrong,  Baer,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun;  Nayes  (1)  - Bonner. 
Absent  for  this  vote  (1)  - Brodwin. 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Mr.  Yedidia  informed  commissioners  that  as  of  Saturday,  January  28,  2012,  Commissioner 
Rochelle  Chan  had  resigned  from  her  appointment  on  the  Youth  Commission.  The  Youth 
Commission  sends  her  all  the  best  of  luck  as  she  moves  forward  in  her  life.  Commissioner  Chan 
will  be  outreaching  to  some  commissioners  on  specific  LGBTQ  and  housing  issues.  He  also 
introduced  Commissioner  Betty  Huey  to  her  first  full  Youth  Commission  meeting.  He  reminded 
commissioners  of  the  following  important  dates  and  took  names  down  of  commissioners  who 
volunteered  to  attend  the  events: 

-on  February  14,  2012  there  will  be  a free  muni  for  youth  event  to  send  Valentine’s  to 
SFMTA  Board.  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Holloway,  Carrion,  and  Baer  all  volunteered  to  attend 
this  event; 

-on  March  5,  2012  there  will  be  a Youth  Commission  budget  town  hall  hearing;  this  is  on 
a regularly  scheduled  Youth  Commission  meeting  date  so  all  commissioners  are  required  to 
attend; 
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-on  March  6,  2012  there  will  be  an  MTA  Board  of  Directors  meeting  where  there  will  be  a 
vote  to  approve  free  muni  for  youth.  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Persky,  Baer,  Bonner,  Ontiveros, 
Carrion,  Holloway,  Armstrong,  and  Shackelford  all  volunteered  to  attend  this  meeting. 

-on  March  7,  2012  there  will  be  a joint  hearing  between  the  Youth  Justice  Commitete 
and  San  Francisco  Police  Commission  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Legislative  Chamber  at  5 
p.m.  Commissioners  Brodwin,  Bonner,  and  Shackelford  said  they  will  participate  at  this  event. 

- on  March  12,  2012  the  Youth  City  Services  committee  will  be  having  a hearing  on 
youth  housing  and  homelessness  at  5:30p.m. Commissioners  Bonner  and  Ontiveros  said  they 
will  attend  this  hearing. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  shared  an  email  from  Coleman  Advocates  about  their  upcoming  budget 
hearing  during  the  week  of  March  12,  2012.  He  also  passed  out  mid  year  retreat  evaluation 
sheets  to  commissioners  to  fill  out. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  15,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345A 

Chair  LaCroix  gave  a brief  update  on  the  planning  for  the  budget  town  hall  hearing. 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  reminded  commissioners  that  the  Media  and  Public  Relations 
contribution  plan  from  each  commissioner  is  due  to  Tu  Mutch  on  February  14,  2012. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Thursday,  February  9,  2012  4:30-6:15pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  added  that  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  will  be  meeting  aain 
on  Thursday,  February  9,  2012  to  prepare  for  their  upcoming  joint  hearing  with  the  San 
Francisco  Police  Commission.  Ontiveros  and  Carrion  informed  their  peers  about  a 
possible  field  trip  to  the  San  Bruno  Jail  and  asked  commissioners  to  email  them  if 
anyone  is  interested  in  visiting. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  22,  2012,  3:30- 
5:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  the  next  meeting  will  take  place  on  February  22, 
2012  and  they  will  be  planning  on  working  with  the  youth  employment  committee. 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting, 
Wednesday,  February  8,  2012,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  the  upcoming  committee  meeting  will  be  focused  on 
planning  and  preparing  for  the  upcoming  housing  hearing. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting,  Tuesday,  February  7,  2012,  5:15pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  explained  that  the  committee  has  been  working  on  several 
different  resolutions  and  invited  everyone  to  provide  input  and  feedback  by  attending  an 
upcoming  committee  meeting. 


F.  Student  Support,  Health. and  Facilities  Committee 

Commissioner  Bonner  shared  that  she  has  been  meeting  with  Student  Advisory  Council 
coordinator  Judson  Steele  and  the  committee  will  be  meeting  an  hour  before  SAC 
meetings  on  the  2nd  and  4th  Monday  of  each  month. 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Persky  shared  the  perks  from  the  Youth  Leaders  Weekend  and  informed 
commissioners  that  about  35-40  young  people  from  14  different  youth  groups  were  at 
the  event. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

Commissioner  Bonner  explained  that  she  had  personal  reasons  for  being  absent  at  this 
meeting. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  excuse  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

Commissioner  Carrion  explained  that  he  had  personal  family  reasons  for  missing  the 
meeting  of  January  9,  2012.  He  had  to  pick  up  his  sister  who  was  arriving  at  the  airport 

alone. 

Commisioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  excuse  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  explained  that  she  was  very  sick  and  was  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting  of  January  9,  2012. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  excuse  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

D.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

This  item  was  tabled,  as  Commissioner  Yang  was  absent  from  the  meeting. 

E.  Commissioner  Baer,  Saturday,  January  21,  2012 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  he  had  basketball  practice  on  Saturday  morning  and 
apologized  for  being  a few  hours  tardy  to  the  midyear  retreat  on  January  21,  2012. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  excuse 
this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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F.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Sunday,  January  22,  2012 

Commissioner  Carrion  stated  that  he  would  not  be  asking  to  have  this  absence 
authorized. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  informed  commissioners  of  upcoming  weekly  workshops  at  LYRIC 
(Lavender  Youth  Recreation  and  Information  Center)  and  invited  everyone  to  pass  the  news 
along  to  their  friends  and  family  members. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  encouraged  everyone  to  attend  an  upcoming  Open  Mic  night 
event  to  be  held  at  the  Seabiscut  cafe  on  March  9,  2012,  that  she  will  be  a part  of. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  reminded  his  peers  of  Youth  Advocacy  Day,  which  will  be  taking 
place  on  Thursday,  March  15,  2012.  If  commissioners  were  interested  in  helping  to  facilitate 
workshops  at  the  event,  there  will  be  a training  session  on  February  21,  2012  at  DCYF. 
Commissioners  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Shackelford,  Ontiveros,  and  LaCroix  all 
volunteered  to  help  out  with  Youth  Advocacy  Day.  Mr.  Yedidia  informed  commissioners  that 
they  will  be  asked  to  alert  their  appointing  supervisors  of  YAD. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  with  his  peers  that  the  Transitional  Age  Youth  San 
Francisco  Advisory  Board  is  now  looking  for  a new  member  and  to  ensure  that  the  board 
covers  all  demographics  of  the  city,  they  are  looking  to  recruit  an  African  American  male  to 
join  the  advisory  board. 

12.  Adjournment 

Chair  LaCroix  adjourned  the  meeting  at  8:04  pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfaov.ora 

www.sfaov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 
City  Hall,  Room  244 
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1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 
Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 
E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cel!  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfaov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Tuesday,  February  21,2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  278 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  February  6,  2012 
(Document  A) 


JggSSS*  | 


AN  FRANCISCO 


Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Onl; 

Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 


6.  Presentations 

A.  Overview  of  Redistricting  Task  Force  (Discussion  Only) 
Presenter:  David  Pilpel,  Member,  Redistricting  Task  Force 
(Document  B) 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business 


A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 06 — Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center’s 
Outdoor  Recreation  Areas  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  C) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 07 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Prioritize 
Youth  Employment  During  Business  Negotiations  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  D) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Persky,  Shackelford 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 08 — Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  the  Mayor  to  Oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown's  Proposed  2012-2013 
Budget  Proposal  Which  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid  (Discussion 
and  Possible  Action)  (Document  E) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

D.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112-09 — Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to 
Support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  Proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the 
California  State  Assembly  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  F) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 
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E.  1 112 — M3 — DATE  CHANGE:  Sponsoring  a Community  Youth  Budget  Town 
Hall/Training  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  G) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

8 Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  29,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Joint  Hearing  with  Police  Commission, 
Wednesday,  March  7,  2012  6:00-8:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  250 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  22,  2012,  3:30- 
5:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting: 
Monday,  March  12,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Friday,  February  24,  2012,  4:30pm  City 
Hall,  room  345 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  March  12, 
2012  4:00-5:30pm,  555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Holloway,  Monday,  February  6,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  February  6,  2012 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
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ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 


3 


//fV 


San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
DRAFT  - Minutes 

Tuesday,  February  21,  2012  GOVERNMENT 

5:15~8:00pm  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

City  Hall,  Room  278 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chair  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:17pm. 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Jonathan  Baer,  Javonte  Holloway,  Leah  LaCroix, 
Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun,  and  Happy 
(Huimin)  Yang.  Commissioners  absent:  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion,  Betty 
Huey,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  and  Rene  Ontiveros.  There  was  quorum.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia, 
Phimy  Truong. 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 


Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 


A.  Monday,  February  6,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Liang,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  of  February  6,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 


4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  none. 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  was  none. 

6.  Presentations 

A.  Overview  of  Redistricting  Task  Force  (Discussion  Only) 

Presenter:  David  Pilpel,  Member,  Redistricting  Task  Force 
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(Document  B) 

Mr.  David  Pilpel,  a member  of  the  Redistricting  Task  Force  (RDTF),  gave  an  overview  of  the 
criteria,  data,  and  processes  of  redistricting  Supervisorial  boundaries  in  San  Francisco.  The 
RDTF  was  created  in  the  summer  of  201 1 1 pursuant  to  the  Charter,  which  requires  that 
Supervisorial  districts  be  comprised  of  areas  with  equal  population.  Given  that  the  2010 
decennial  census  demonstrated  that  the  current  Supervisorial  districts  are  not  equal  in 
population,  the  Redistricting  Task  Force  was  created.  Mr.  Pilpel  urged  Youth  Commissioners  to 
come  to  the  meetings  of  the  RDTF  to  offer  youth  perspectives  on  the  RDTF’s  work,  as  there  is, 
currently,  rather  low  youth  participation.  Mr.  Pilpel  made  mention  of  his  efforts  to  do  more 
outreach  to  engage  youth,  but  emphasized  that  as  the  official  representatives  of  young  people 
in  City  Hall,  the  Youth  Commission  was  a prime  place  for  the  RDTF  to  seek  feedback  and, 
hopefully.  Mr.  Pilpel  repeatedly  stated  that  youth  input  is  very  important  in  the  redistricting 
process. 

Mr.  Pilpel  then  provided  Youth  Commissioners  with  an  example  of  the  RDTF’s  work,  explaining 
that  the  RDTF  is  currently  looking  at  the  intersections  where  Districts  One,  Two,  and  Five  meet. 
Mr.  Pilpel  also  noted  that  District  Six’s  population  has  increased  considerably  since  the  2000 
census,  while  District  Nine's  population  has  actually  decreased;  other  districts  changed  by 
varying  degrees.  Mr.  Pilpel  went  on  to  encourage  Commissioners  to  look  at  the  draft  working 
map  of  current  population  in  districts,  which  is  available  online  at  www.sfqov.org/rdtf.  and  to 
direct  questions  and  concerns  his  way.  Mr.  Pilpel  again  underscored  how  important  youth  input 
is  to  the  redistricting  process,  and  he  said  he  was  very  happy  to  present  to  the  Youth 
Commission. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  about  the  RDTF. 

Mr.  Pilpel  explained  that  the  members  of  the  RDTF  are  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
the  Mayor,  and  Department  of  Elections.  Information  about  all  RDTF  meetings  is  available  on 
the  www.sfqov.org/rdtf  website,  where  audio  recordings  of  the  meetings  are  also  available. 
Currently,  the  meetings  are  not  broadcast  on  San  Francisco  Government  Television.  The 
Chartered  deadline  for  the  taskforce  to  come  up  with  a redistricting  plan  is  April  15,  2012.  Mr. 
Pilpel  explained  that  different  communities  move  within  the  San  Francisco  to  different  areas, 
and  that  different  ethnic  groups  are  more  concentrated  in  certain  areas  and  other  ethnic  groups 
are  more  dispersed  for  a variety  of  reasons.  San  Francisco  is  a city  that  is  more  highly 
integrated  than  others;  however,  this  makes  it  more  difficult  for  different  people  in  a community 
to  mobilize  in  their  respective  districts. 

Commissioner  Holloway  asked  if  redistricting  affects  school  placements  for  students  in  San 
Francisco.  Mr.  Pilpel  explained  that  the  redistricting  process  does  not  directly  affect  the  student 
assignment  process. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker  asked  Mr.  Pilpel  to  look  into  having  a meeting  at  Wallenberg 
High  School.  Chairwoman  LaCroix  thanked  Mr.  Pilpel  for  his  time  and  presentation. 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business 

A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 06— Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center’s 
Outdoor  Recreation  Areas  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  C) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 
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Op  Youth  Commission 


This  item  was  tabled. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  stated  that  the  members  of  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  had 
expressed  a desire  to  wait  for  the  second  reading  of  this  resolution. 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 07 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Prioritize 
Youth  Employment  During  Business  Negotiations  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  D) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Persky,  Shackelford 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  Chair  of  the  Youth  Employment  Committee,  gave  some 
background  information  on  how  the  committee  started  work  on  this  resolution. 
Commissioner  Armstrong  noted  that  there  was  an  updated  copy  of  the  resolution  with 
track  changes  made  on  the  margins,  which  Youth  Commission  staff  Mario  Yedidia  and 
Phimy  Truong  were  distributing  to  Commissioners  and  members  of  the  public. 

Commissioners  Persky,  Shackelford,  and  Armstrong  then  read  the  resolution  into  the 
public  record. 

Commissioner  Baer  asked  a clarifying  question  about  the  ages  of  youth  job  seekers. 
Commissioner  Armstrong  stated  that  the  range  of  youth  employment  programs  in  San 
Francisco  includes  programs  for  14  to  24  year  old  youth. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  shared  his  enthusiasm  for  the  Youth  Employment  Committee's  work  on 
this  resolution.  He  suggested  a few  changes  be  made  to  the  resolution,  specifically  on 
the  use  of  the  word " technical " on  page  2,  line  1 1,  and  the  phrase,  "so  as  to  create"  in 
the  last  resolve  clause.  He  also  asked  committee  members  to  be  more  explicit  as  to  why 
the  America’s  Cup  is  the  only  major  event  with  a youth  involvement  plan,  and  to  look  into 
adding  an  additional  resolve  clause  to  address  this  resolution  to  other  departments  such 
as  the  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce  Development  (OEWD). 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 08— Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  the  Mayor  to  Oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown's  Proposed  2012-2013 
Budget  Proposal  Which  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid  (Discussion 
and  Possible  Action)  (Document  E) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

Commissioner  Sun  gave  a brief  introduction  and  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public 
record. 

Commissioners  Baer  asked  clarifying  questions  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  have  taken  a stance  on  this  issue  and  if  Commissioner  Sun  had 
looked  into  any  action  beyond  the  resolution. 

Commissioner  Sun  stated  that  the  resolution,  if  adopted,  would  be  a statement  that 
youth  of  San  Francisco  would  be  against  Governor  Brown’s  budget  proposal  which 
would  raise  the  requirements  for  Cal  Grants. 
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Commissioner  Baer  suggested  that  Commissioner  Sun  change  the  phrase  "students 
who  are  ignorant”  to  "students  who  are  uninformed”  on  page  2,  line  8 of  the  resolution. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  asked  the  Commission  to  look  into  whether  or  not  City  commissions  can 
transmit  questions  to  Governor  Brown,  and  suggested  that  Commissioner  Sun  look  into 
sending  the  resolution  to  the  City's  State  Legislation  Committee,  as  this  group  regularly 
discusses  the  state's  budget  and  how  it  will  affect  the  city  of  San  Francisco. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  and  made  additional  suggestions  to  the 
resolution,  which  included  adding  more  statistical  data  into  the  resolution. 

D.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112-09 — Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to 
Support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  Proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the 
California  State  Assembly  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  F) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

Commissioner  Sun  gave  a quick  introduction  on  her  interest  to  support  the  Middle  Class 
Scholarship  Act.  Commissioner  Sun  then  asked  Commissioner  Holloway  to  read  the 
resolution  into  the  public  record,  which  he  did. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  about  the  “out  of  state  corporate  loop  hole” 
funding,  and  made  suggestions  to  the  wording  of  the  resolution. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  David  Pilpel  thanked  Commissioner  Sun  for  her  interest  in  higher  education.  He 
made  suggestions  to  regarding  the  wording  of  the  resolution  and  urged  Commissioner 
Sun  to  bring  this  resolution  to  the  State  Legislation  Committee. 

E.  1 112 — M3 — DATE  CHANGE:  Sponsoring  a Community  Youth  Budget  Town 
Hall/Training  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  G) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  explained  to  commissioners  that  the  Executive  Committee  spent  a 
lot  of  time  at  their  last  committee  meeting  looking  over  the  details  of  the  Youth  Budget 
Town  Hall  training.  After  much  discussion,  the  Executive  Committee  had  decided  to 
move  the  date  of  the  hearing  from  March  5,  2012  to  April  2,  2012,  to  give  the  full 
commission  more  time  to  plan,  conduct  outreach,  and  prepare  for  the  hearing.  LaCroix 
then  went  over  the  draft  outline  and  timeline  to  work  on  the  youth  budget  town  hall 
training. 

Commissioner  Yang  invited  all  Commissioners  to  attend  future  Executive  Committee 
meetings,  as  the  town  hall  training  will  be  a standing  item  on  the  agenda.  The  next 
meeting  will  take  place  on  February  29,  2012  at  4:00  p.m. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  LaCroix,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve 
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the  revised  motion  to  sponsor  the  community  youth  budget  town  hall/training  on  April  2, 
2012. 

The  revised  motion  to  sponsor  the  community  youth  budget  town  hall/training  on  April  2, 
2012  passed  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (10):  Armstrong,  Baer, 
Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang. 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Mario  Yedidia,  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  updated  commissioners  on  the  work  of 
the  free  MUNI  for  Youth  Coalition,  of  which  the  Commission,  by  virtue  of  its  being  the  first 
City  and  County  entity  to  support  the  free  MUNI  proposal,  was  an  active  member.  The 
coalition  has  identified  some  $19  million  for  a two  year  pilot  program;  the  great  majority  of 
the  funds  do  not  come  from  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency’s  (SFMTA) 
budget.  He  explained  that  the  SFMTA  Board  must,  however,  vote  to  (at  least  conditionally) 
support  the  administering  of  free  MUNI  for  youth. 

Commissioner  LaCroix  then  urged  her  peers  to  reach  out  to  their  appointing  Supervisors 
and  the  Mayor  to  urge  SFMTA  Director  Ed  Reskin  to  add  free  MUNI  for  youth  as  an  item  on 
the  March  20,  2012  agenda  of  the  SFMTA  Board. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  took  down  the  names  of  commissioners  who  volunteered  to  reach  out  to 
their  appointing  officers.  Commissioners  Holloway,  Baer,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Yang,  Liang, 
and  LaCroix  all  volunteered  to  contact  their  supervisors. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  Pilpel  encouraged  commissioners  to  also  talk  with  Tom  Nolan  and  Cheryl  Brinkman, 
Chair  and  Vice  Chair  of  the  MTA  Board  of  Director,  to  calendar  free  MUNI  for  youth  as  an 
item  on  the  March  20,  2012  agenda 

Mr.  Yedidia  continued  staff  report  by  noting  the  following  important  dates:  Tuesday,  March 
6,  2012  (and  opportunity  to  speak  in  support  of  free  muni  for  youth  at  the  MTA  Board 
meeting);  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012  (the  first  ever  joint  Youth  Commission  and  Police 
Commission  hearing  on  youth  and  police  interactions,  which  will  most  likely  calendared  as  a 
full  Youth  Commission  meeting,  given  important  to  have  the  all  commissioners  at  the 
hearing).  Commissioners  Shackelford,  Armstrong,  Persky,  Marshall-Fricker,  Yang,  and 
LaCroix  all  said  they  would  attend  the  joint  hearing. 

Mr.  Yedidia  also  reminded  Commissioners  of  Youth  Advocacy  Day,  which  will  take  place  on 
March  15,  2012,  and  in  which  a number  of  Commissioners  will  be  participating  as  leaders. 

He  concluded  by  handing  out  copies  of  the  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  applications  and 
applications  for  returning  commissioners  for  distribution. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  29,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345A 

Commissioner  Yang  updated  everyone  on  the  priorities  of  the  town  hall  meeting.  LaCroix 
reminded  commissioners  to  email  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  their  Media  Public  Relations 
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contribution  plan. 


B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Joint  Hearing  with  Police  Commission, 
Wednesday,  March  7,  2012  6:00-8:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  250 


Commissioner  Holloway  gave  a brief  update  on  committee  work,  and  encouraged 
everyone  to  join  the  committee  at  the  upcoming  joint  hearing. 


C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  February  22,  2012,  3:30- 
5:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 


Commissioner  Yang  shared  with  commissioners  that  the  committee  will  finally  be 
meeting  for  the  first  time  since  December  201 1 and  encouraged  everyone  to  join. 


D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting: 
Monday,  March  12,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Baer  shared  with  everyone  that  the  committee  is  in  the  process  of 
planning  a hearing  about  TAY  homelessness  and  housing,  and  will  also  be  working  on 
the  free  MUNI  for  youth  campaign. 


E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Friday,  February  24,  2012,  4:30pm  City 
Hall,  room  345 


Commissioner  Armstrong  will  be  making  changes  to  the  resolution  and  invited  everyone 
to  join  the  committee  at  the  next  meeting. 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  March  12, 
2012  4:00-5:30pm,  555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 
n/a 


G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Shackelford  and  Persky  shared  that  they  have  been  working  on  the 
planning  of  Youth  Advocacy  Day. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 


A.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  January  9,  2012 

Commissioner  explained  that  she  was  tardy  due  to  bus  delays. 

Commissioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Shackelford,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Commissioner  Holloway,  Monday,  February  6,  2012 

Commissioner  Holloway  explained  that  he  was  tardy  and  apologized. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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C.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  February  6,  2012 

Commissioner  Yang  explained  that  she  was  absent  due  to  a family  emergency  and  had 
to  be  at  home  to  help  out  her  parents. 

Commissioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Persky,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

11.  Announcements  {This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Shackelford  shared  with  her  peers  that  she  would  be  working  on  resolution  about 
AP  fees  and  encouraged  commissioners  to  join  her  if  they  were  interested. 

12.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:59  p.m. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  346 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Gcodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfaov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfaov.ora. 


The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 
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In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability- related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email;  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq|  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  March  5,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 


Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 
(Document  A) 

Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 


03-05-1 2A09 :00  RCVD 

GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

MAR  - 5 2012 


SAN  FRANCISCO 

Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  PUBLIC  LIBRARV 

Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors 


7.  Presentations 


A.  Overview  of  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  and  Bonds 

Presenter:  Phil  Ginsburg,  General  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
(Documents  B,  C) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business 


A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 06 — Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center’s 
Outdoor  Recreation  Areas  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  D) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 07 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Prioritize 
Youth  Employment  During  Business  Negotiations  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  E) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Persky,  Shackelford 

C.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — 08 — Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  Oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown’s  Proposed 
2012-2013  Budget  Proposal  Which  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  F) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

D.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112-09 — Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor 
to  Support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  Proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the 
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California  State  Assembly  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  G) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

E.  Ill  2 — M3 — Sponsoring  the  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  H) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  March  14,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Joint  Hearing  with  Police  Commission, 
Wednesday,  March  7,  2012  6:00-8:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  250 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Friday,  March  9,  2012,  4:30-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting: 
Monday,  March  12,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Tuesday,  March  20,  2012,  4:30pm  City 
Hall,  room  345 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  March  12, 
2012  4:00-5:30pm,  555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  February  21, 2012 

B.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  Monday,  February  21,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  February  21,  2012 

D.  Commissioner  Huey,  Monday,  February  21,  2012 

E.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Monday,  February  21,  2012 

F.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  Monday,  February  21,  2012 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 


KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 
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Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes 

Monday,  March  5,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

MAR  1 6 2012 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

Vice  Chair  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:19  pm.  PUBLIC 

Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Betty  Huey, 

Antonia  Huneeus,  Javonte  Holloway,  Leah  LaCroix,  Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia 
Tu  Mutch,  Rene  Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  and  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang. 
Commissioners  absent:  Jonathan  Baer,  Angel  Carrion,  and  Joyce  Sun.  There  was  quorum 
Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 


Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 


A.  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 
(Document  A) 


There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 


Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Persky,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  cf  February  21,  2012.  This  motion  was 
approved  unanimously. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 


There  was  none. 


5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
There  was  none. 

6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  Mario  Yedidia  introduced  this  item  as  a new  standing 
agenda  item  brought  to  the  Youth  Commission  by  Vice  Chair  Yang,  who  felt  it  was  important 
for  commissioners  to  get  an  update  on  all  Youth  Commission  legislation  work.  Mr.  Yedidia 
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started  with  resolution  1112-05  Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Commend  President 
Obama’s  Summer  Jobs+  Plan,  which  was  adopted  by  the  Youth  Commission  on  January  9, 
2012.  This  resolution  was  carried  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  by  Supervisor  Sean 
Elsbernd.  Supervisor  Elsbernd  introduced  the  resolution  to  the  Board  on  January  24,  2012; 
the  Board  then  adopted  it  as  a full  body  on  January  31,  2012.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  updated  the 
commission  on  resolution  1 112-03  Making  Transitional  Age  Youth  a Priority  Population, 
which  the  Youth  Commission  also  adopted  on  January  9,  2012.  The  Mayor’s  Office  has 
moved  forward  and  created  two  full  time  positions  within  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth, 
and  their  Families  (DCYF)  to  take  on  TAY  work.  There  will  now  be  two  full  time  city  staff 
carrying  on  the  work  of  TAY  with  the  support  of  the  Mayor's  Office  and  DCYF. 

Commissioner  Bonner  asked  if  there  was  any  way  the  commission  could  be  involved  in 
DCYF’s  hiring  process  for  the  two  new  TAY  staff.  Mr.  Yedidia  stated  that  hiring  decisions 
stay  within  city  departments  and  a way  for  the  Commission  to  stay  involve  is  to  welcome  and 
invite  the  new  TAY  staff  to  the  Youth  Commission  when  they  are  hired. 

Finally,  Mr.  Yedidia  updated  the  commission  on  resolution  1112-01  Free  Youth 
Transportation,  which  was  the  first  resolution  the  commission  adopted  on  September  19, 
2011.  The  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (MTA)  Board  will  have  its  first  public 
consideration  of  its  budget  for  next  year  at  their  meeting  on  Tuesday,  March  6,  2012  at  1:00 
p.m.  The  free  MUNI  for  youth  coalition,  a group  of  community  based  organizations,  youth, 
and  their  families  who  are  in  support  of  making  MUNI  free  for  youth  in  San  Francisco,  will  be 
meeting  on  the  Polk  st.  steps  of  City  Hall  on  Tuesday  at  4:00p.m,  and  then  walk  upstairs  to 
the  meeting  to  give  public  comment  at  4:30  pm.  There  will  also  be  a meeting  on  Friday, 
March  9,  2012  at  2 pm  with  MTA  Director  Jerry  Lee  and  the  coalition.  If  any  youth 
commissioner  is  available  to  attend  this  meeting,  please  inform  staff. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Overview  of  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  and  Bonds 

Presenter:  Phil  Ginsburg,  General  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
(Documents  B,  C) 

Mr.  Phil  Ginsburg,  General  Manager  of  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  started 
his  presentation  by  thanking  the  Youth  Commission  for  the  time  and  stating  that  he  was 
very  happy  to  be  there.  He  then  gave  an  overview  of  the  department,  an  update  on  the 
2008  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood  Parks  Bond  implementation,  and  how  the 
department  is  engaging  youth  and  the  community  in  the  2012  bond  planning  process. 
The  RPD  currently  oversees  220  parks  around  the  city  and  needs  about  $1 .5  billion  to 
invest  in  the  parks  system  to  get  it  where  it  should  be.  Input  for  the  2008  Clean  and  Safe 
Neighborhood  Parks  Bond  was  a very  community  driven  process  where  lots  of 
community  based  organizations  (CBOs),  members  of  the  public,  youth,  work  with  the 
San  Francisco  Parks  Alliance  (SFPA),  and  various  stakeholders  were  involved.  This 
2008  bond  was  approved  by  71.6%  of  San  Francisco  voters  and  has  resulted  in  $185 
million  in  capital  improvements  city  wide.  Currently,  all  projects  through  the  2008  bond 
are  at  the  moment,  on  or  under  budget.  Mr.  Ginsburg  then  went  through  and  gave  a brief 
update  on  improvements  that  has  been  made  through  the  2008  bond,  at  parks  in  each  of 
the  supervisorial  districts  in  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Ginsburg  also  invited  the  Youth 
Commission  to  attend  the  grand  opening  of  Dolores  Park  on  March  31,  2012.  He  will  be 
forwarding  the  information  to  this  event  to  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  Mario 
Yedidia. 
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Mr.  Ginsburg  then  gave  a detailed  explanation  of  the  criteria  and  planning  process  for 
the  2012  bond  planning.  The  2012  bond  planning  is  currently  underway,  with 
discussions  on  what  type  of  work  will  be  included  in  this  next  bond  and  how  to  spend  the 
bend  dollars  should  it  be  approved  by  the  voters  in  November  2012.  Potential  citywide 
programs  include  work  around  playground  safety,  clean  and  open  restrooms,  water 
conservation,  soil  and  habitat  restoration,  athletic  fields,  improvements  to  trails  and 
landscape,  urban  forestry,  community  gardens  and  continue  smaller  community 
nominated  projects  and  leveraging  matching  funds  for  larger  projects  through  the 
Community  Opportunity  Fund.  Mr.  Ginsburg  invited  the  Youth  Commission  to  be  a part 
of  the  planning  process  and  provide  youth  input,  feedback,  and  ask  important  questions 
related  to  the  parks  in  their  respective  neighborhoods. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  about  the  presentation. 

Mr.  Ginsburg  explained  that  other  ways  commissioners  can  help  would  be  to  think  about 
passing  a resolution  that  supports  putting  the  2012  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood  Parks 
bond  on  the  November  2012  ballot.  Commissioners  can  also  speak  in  public  comment  at 
upcoming  budget  meetings  and  reiterate  the  importance  of  investing  in  the  Recreation 
and  Parks  department.  In  response  to  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch’s  question  regarding 
gender  neutral  bathrooms,  Mr.  Ginsburg  explained  that  there  are  gender  neutral 
bathrooms,  however  not  available  at  all  parks.  In  total,  there  are  about  forty  clubhouses, 
twenty  seven  parks,  and  nine  pools  in  the  city.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  spoke  about  his 
personal  experiences  with  some  of  his  neighborhood  parks,  in  particular,  the  lack  of 
access  to  athletic  equipment  at  certain  hours.  Mr.  Ginsburg  explained  that  a majority  of 
funds  are  put  into  capital  and  operations,  and  while  the  city  has  been  doing  pretty  well  in 
capital  improvements  of  the  parks  system,  but  he  is  still  frustrated  by  the  lack  of  invest 
op  the  operations  side  of  parks.  As  the  department  is  responsible  for  the  majority  of 
parks  land  in  the  city,  the  goal  during  this  bond  planning  process  is  to  continue  to  get  the 
city  and  the  community  to  understand  the  importance  of  investing  in  our  parks.  All  of  the 
recreation  centers  have  community  recreation  councils  which  has  a lot  of  youth  input; 
the  Youth  Commission  is  encouraged  to  take  a direct  interest  in  their  neighborhood 
community  recreation  council  to  continue  to  provide  their  input.  Mr.  Ginsburg  also  asked 
commissioners  to  follow  the  department  at  its  various  social  media  handlers,  including 
SF  Rec  and  Park  on  Facebook,  twitter,  and  SF  Rec  and  Park  TV.  The  department  has 
been  working  hard  on  marketing  and  outreach,  but  would  really  appreciate  if  the 
commission  can  help  find  youth  conveners  to  help  push  out  Rec  and  Park  program 
information  out  to  everyone  in  the  community.  Mr.  Ginsburg  thanked  the  commission  for 
their  time  and  to  email  any  additional  comment  to  rpd.bondfeedback@sfqov.org. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 12— 06— Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center’s 
Outdoor  Recreation  Areas  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  D) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Ontiveros,  Carrion,  Holloway 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Chair  of  the  Youth  Justice  Committee,  introduced  this  item  by 
acknowledging  the  work  of  his  committee  members  on  this  resolution.  The  committee's 
v/ork  on  this  resolution  has  been  recognized  in  the  New  York  Times  in  an  article  on 
Sunday,  February  26,  2012.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  stated  that  the  media  attention  on 
tneir  resolution  has  helped  increased  the  awareness  of  how  important  their  work  on  this 
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issue  really  is. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  a member  of  the  Youth  Justice  Committee,  then  read  the 
resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Public  Comment 

Nakia  - Ms.  Nakia  asked  how  the  commissioners  would  make  sure  that  the  Juvenile 
Probation  Department  will  actually  allow  youth  detainees  access  to  the  basketball  courts 
and  outdoor  recreation  areas. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  responded  that  the  committee  has  been  working  hard  with  this 
resolution  to  ensure  that  there  will  be  follow  up  meetings  to  make  sure  that  incarcerated 
youth  have  access  to  the  large  outdoor  recreation  areas.  The  committee  is  also  going  to 
try  to  partner  with  the  Juvenile  Justice  Commission  (JJC)  -a  body  which  oversees  and 
monitors  the  activities  of  the  Juvenile  Probation  Department  (JPD),  and  work  on 
planning  for  both  the  committee  and  the  commission  to  be  a part  of  regular  inspection  of 
the  JPD. 

Commissioners  asked  general  and  clarifying  questions. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  explained  that  the  resolution  is  urging  the  Board  and  the  Mayor 
to  urge  the  JPD  to  assure  that  all  youth  detainees  have  access  to  the  large  outdoor 
recreation  area  and  provide  resources  so  that  the  committee  can  understand  how  the 
department  has  been  complying  with  Title  15.  He  also  pointed  out  to  his  peers  that  Chief 
William  J.  Siffermann  has  provided  a few  edits  to  the  resolution,  including  a change  on 
page  4,  line  1,  from  "to  develop  a set  of  best  practices”  to  “to  research”.  Staff  Yedidia 
explained  to  commissioners  that  this  resolution  is  different  from  others  that  this  body  has 
seen,  in  that  the  committee’s  work  on  this  issue  included  communication  and  work  with 
other  departments.  Commissioners  then  had  a serious  discussion  on  the  importance  of 
urging  JPD  to  develop  a set  of  best  practices  in  juvenile  detention  based  exercise 
curriculum. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  adding  the  following  “RESOLVED  clause  between  lines  4 and  4 on  Page  5: 
“That  the  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  compel 
JPD  to  develop  and  implement  a set  of  best  practices  in  juvenile  detention-based 
exercise  curriculum;”  and  the  following  “RESOLVED  clause  between  lines  9 and  10  on 
page  5:  “That  the  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  BOS  to  ensure  that  JPD 
follows  through  on  its  aforementioned  commitments.”  This  motion  was  approved  by  the 
following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (14)  - Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Huey,  Huneeus, 
Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford, 
Yang. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  moved  to  approve  the 
resolution  as  amended.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote: 

Ayes  (14)  - Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Yang. 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 07 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Prioritize 
Youth  Employment  During  Business  Negotiations  ( Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
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(Document  E) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Persky,  Shackelford 

After  this  item  was  read  by  the  clerk,  Chairwoman  LaCroix  invited  the  Commissioners  on 
the  Youth  Employment  Committee  to  direct  this  item.  After  a brief  introduction  by 
Commissioner  Armstrong,  she,  followed  by  Commissioners  Persky  and  Shackelford 
read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  noted  that  she  will  remove  the  unneeded  quotation  mark  on 
page  3,  line  14. 

Commissioner  Holloway  suggested  that  the  resolution  might  be  more  powerful  by 
revising  the  final  resolved  clause  to  include  a particular  number/amount  of  employment 
opportunities  that  the  Youth  Commission  wants  Youth  Involvement  Plans  to  include. 
Shackelford,  Armstrong  and  Persky  responded  by  acknowledging  the  logic  behind 
Commissioner  Holloway’s  suggestion,  but  pushing  back  that  it  was  not  particularly  useful 
to  specify  a dollar  amount  or  number  of  jobs  that  should  be  created. 

Commissioner  Bonner  suggested  that  it  might  be  useful  for  the  resolution  to  include 
making  mention  of  teaching  youth  basic  financial  literacy  skills,  because,  in  her 
experience,  knowing  how  to  manage  one’s  money  is  often  the  most  important  thing  for 
young  people  to  learn  (as  opposed  to  just  working).  Commissioners  Shackelford  and 
Armstrong  pushed  back  on  this  by  underscoring  that  the  point  of  this  resolution  is  to 
increase  the  number  of  job  opportunities  in  the  private  sector.  Financial  literacy  is 
important  they  acknowledged,  but  increasing  financial  literacy  among  young  people  is 
not  the  purpose  of  this  resolution.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  commented  on  the  high 
quality  of  life  that  many  private  sector  companies  provide  for  their  employees  (he 
mentioned  that  his  brother  had  worked  at  You  Tube,  etc.).  Commissioner  Ontiveros 
underscored  the  importance  of  having  high  quality  jobs — and  he  said  he  wanted  to 
include  quality  standards  in  an  amendment. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  acknowledged  Commissioner  Ontiveros’  point,  and  said  that  it 
was  likely  best  saved  for  another  resolution  or  project— perhaps  the  local  implementation 
of  Summer  Jobs  +. 

Commissioner  Bonner  pointed  out  that  financial  literacy  is  an  important,  foundational 
skill— and  that  the  benefits  of  youth  employment  mentioned  in  lines  on  lines  1-3  of  page 
2 only  result  from  financial  literacy. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  stepped  in  and  told  Commissioner  Ontiveros  and  Bonner  to  fall 
back;  the  full  Commission  is  not  the  place  to  make  these  amendments,  unless  there  was 
a motion.  LaCroix  pointed  out  that  this  was  the  second  reading  of  this  resolution,  and 
these  detailed  suggestions  should  have  been  made  at  the  committee  meetings.  She 
informed  her  peers  that  she  would  like  to  move  forward  and  have  the  commission  vote 
on  this  resolution. 


Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commission  Bonner  motioned  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  adding  the  following  “RESOLVE  clause  ; The  Youth  Commission  urges  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  also  encourage  employers  to  embrace  quality  service 
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standards  in  youth  employment,  included  but  not  limited  to  teaching  financial  literacy 
skills  to  employees.  This  motion  failed  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (7)  - Bonner, 
Brodwin,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  Liang,  Ontiveros,  Yang.  No’s  (7)  - Armstrong,  Huey, 
LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  adopt 
the  resolution  as  currently  written.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  the 
following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (14)  - Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Huey,  Huneeus, 
Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford, 
Yang. 

C.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 08 — Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  Oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown’s  Proposed 
2012-201 3 Budget  Proposal  Which  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  F) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

Chair  LaCroix  announced  that  this  item  would  be  tabled  as  the  author  of  the  resolution, 
Commissioner  Sun,  was  not  present  at  the  meeting. 

D.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112-09 — Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor 
to  Support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  Proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the 
California  State  Assembly  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  G) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

Chair  LaCroix  announced  that  this  item  would  be  tabled  as  the  author  of  the  resolution, 
Commissioner  Sun,  was  not  present  at  the  meeting. 

E.  11 12 — M3 — Sponsoring  the  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  H) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 
This  item  was  tabled. 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Yedidia  welcomed  Antonia  Huneeus  to  the  commission  as  the  newest  Youth  Commissioner. 
Huneeus  was  recently  appointed  by  Mayor  Edwin  Lee.  Commissioners  welcomed  her  to  the 
Youth  Commission.  Yedidia  then  reminded  everyone  that  the  Youth  Commission  and  Police 
Commission  would  be  having  a joint  hearing  on  Wednesday  night,  March  7,  2012  at 
6:00pm.  The  following  commissioners  committed  to  attend  the  hearing:  Armstrong,  Bonner, 
Brodwin  (who  can  be  there  for  an  hour  from  6-7pm),  Shackelford,  Marshall-Fricker  (can  go 
for  a part  of  the  hearing),  Persky,  Yang,  LaCroix,  and  Huneeus.  Yedidia  informed  these 
commissioners  that  he  would  be  providing  a prep  packet  to  each  commissioner,  and  that 
there  would  be  a meeting  before  the  hearing  at  5:00  p.m.  at  the  YC  office.  He  also  informed 
commissioners  that  the  MTA  Board  will  have  their  first  public  discussion  of  their  budget  on 
March  6,  2012  and  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  coalition  will  be  rallying  at  4pm  on  the  steps  of 
City  Hall.  He  invited  commissioners  to  participate  and  speak  during  public  comment.  The 
following  commissioners  committed  to  attending  the  rally:  Armstrong,  Persky,  LaCroix, 

Liang,  Holloway  (maybe),  and  Tu  Mutch  (maybe).  He  also  reminded  commissioners  of  the 
following  important  events  and  dates:  Youth  Advocacy  Day  will  take  place  on  March  15, 
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2012;  Commissioner  Ontiveros  added  that  there  will  be  a Youth  Advocacy  Day  training 
meeting  on  March  12,  2012;  Yedidia  continued  to  remind  commissioners  of  the  following 
dates:  the  Youth  Commission  budget  priorities  deadline  is  on  March  23,  2012;  and  the  2012- 
2013  Youth  Commission  application  deadline  is  on  Friday,  April  13,  2012. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  March  14,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345A 

Vice  Chairwoman  Yang  reminded  commissioners  of  the  budget  priorities  deadline  and 
spoke  about  how  important  it  was  for  the  commission  to  present  their  priorities  at  the 
upcoming  youth  budget  town  hall.  Yang  also  mentioned  the  committee's  preparation  for 
the  upcoming  budget  town  hall  and  invited  commissioners  interested  in  helping  out  with 
the  planning  to  attend  the  next  meeting  on  Wednesday,  March  14,  as  the  budget  town 
hail  is  now  a standing  item  on  the  committee  agenda.  Commissioner  Brodwin  asked 
commissioners  to  look  over  the  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  motion  t hat  was  tabled  today, 
and  come  back  to  the  next  full  meeting  with  feedback.  Commissioner  Bonner  asked  her 
peers  to  reach  out  to  the  Executive  Committee  with  any  questions  or  concerns. 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  reminded  everyone  to  turn  in  the  Media  and  Public  Relations 
Contribution  Plan. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Joint  Hearing  with  Police  Commission, 
Wednesday,  March  7,  2012  6:00-8:00pm,  City  Hall,  room  250 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  invited  his  peers  to  attend  the  joint  hearing  on  March  7,  2012. 
He  also  shared  that  on  March  16,  2012  a group  of  students  from  USC  will  be  visiting  the 
Youth  Commission  office  to  meet  with  him  to  discuss  youth  justice  issues.  He 
encouraged  his  commissioners  to  get  in  touch  with  him  if  they  were  interested  in 
attending. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Friday,  March  9,  2012,  4:30-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Yang  updated  her  peers  by  sharing  that  her  committee  is  working  on  how 
tc  continue  the  immigrant  youth  summit  annual,  increase  legal  clinic  access  to  immigrant 
youth  and  families,  employment  and  internship  opportunities  for  undocumented  youth, 
and  researching  immigrant  youth  task  forces. 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting: 
Monday,  March  12,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  LaCroix  and  staff  Yedidia  shared  with  commissioners  that  there  will  no 
longer  be  a hearing  on  housing  and  homelessness  on  March  12,  2012.  The  committee 
will  be  working  in  committee  first.  The  next  meeting  will  take  place  on  Wednesday, 

March  21,  2012.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  shared  that  there  has  been  movement  on  her 
work  with  the  12N  video  project  group.  She  recently  led  a successful  youth  focus  group 
and  hopes  to  have  the  finished  product  of  a training  video  on  LGBTQ  sensitivity  released 
this  summer. 
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Op  Youth  Commission 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Tuesday,  March  20,  2012,  4:30pm  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Armstrong  updated  her  peers  on  the  committee's  work  including 
conversations  and  meetings  with  different  CBOs  and  youth  employment  service 
providers  and  hearing  some  buzz  around  a local  Summer  Jobs+  plan.  She  invited  all 
commissioners  to  attend  future  youth  employment  committees  and  share  thoughts  and 
feedback  during  committee  meetings  when  the  bulk  of  the  work  is  done. 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  March  12, 
2012  4:00-5:30pm,  555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

Commissioner  Bonner  updated  everyone  that  this  committee  has  been  working  on  their 
budget  priorities  and  have  been  working  on  a research  project  to  be  finished  by  May. 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioners  Shackelford  and  Persky  shared  that  the  Youth  Advisory  Council  will  be 
meeting  this  Thursday,  March  8,  2012.  The  council’s  main  work  has  been  planning  for 
the  Youth  Advocacy  Day  event. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 

Commissioner  Bonner  explained  that  she  has  work  with  the  Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League 
(BAUDL)  on  Tuesday  nights  and  was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting,  as  there  was  a field  trip 
planned  for  her  BAUDL  group  that  night. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  Tuesday,  February  21, 2012 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  out  of  town  with  her  family  on  vacation  for 
the  entire  week  and  apologized  for  missing  the  meeting. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Tuesday,  February  21, 2012 

this  item  was  tabled  as  Commissioner  Carrion  was  absent  from  this  meeting. 

D.  Commissioner  Huey,  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 

Commissioner  Huey  explained  that  she  had  class  on  that  night  and  was  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Shackelford,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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E.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  explained  that  Tuesdays  are  his  days  to  look  after  his  daughter 
and  that  he  had  an  obligation  to  his  family. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

F.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  explained  that  she  had  class  and  was  unable  to  attend  this 
meeting. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bonner  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  Commissioner  Bonner  rescinded  her  Nay  vote.  This  motion  was  adopted 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Huey  announced  that  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory  Board  (YEFAB)  is 
currently  researching  the  topic  of  “bullying  and  racism”.  She  brought  surveys  and  asked  her 
peers  to  fill  them  out. 

Commissioner  Bonner  shared  with  her  peers  that  there  will  be  a BAUDLT  public  debate  on  the 
topic  of  juvenile  justice  and  violence  on  either  March  23  or  March  29,  2012.  She  also  invited 
commissioners  interested  in  starting  a public  debate  team  at  their  schools  to  get  in  contact  with 
her. 

13.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8:06  pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfaov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 
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Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.orq. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
**Special  Joint  Hearing  with  Police  Commission** 
Agenda 

Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 
6:00pm 

City  Hall,  Room  250 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Introduction  and  overview  (Discussion  Only) 


03-05-1  2A09  :00  RCVD 


Commissioner  Thomas  Mazzucco,  Police  Commission  Introduction 
Commissioner  Rene  Ontiveros,  Youth  Commission  Introduction 
Supervisor  David  Campos 
Mr.  Paul  Henderson,  Mayor’s  Office 

3.  Expert  Testimony  (Discussion  Only) 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

MAR  -5  2012 


Youth  and  staff  from  youth-serving  community-based  organizations  SAN  FRANCISCO 
Academic  and  policy  experts  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


4.  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  and  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints  (OCC) 
Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 


SFPD  : Resources  available  for  youths 
OCC:  Policy  work  with  youth 


5.  Public  Comment  (Discussion  Only) 


6.  Adjournment 


Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 
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FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
**Special  Joint  Hearing  with  Police  Commission** 
Draft-  Minutes 


Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 
6:00pm 

City  Hall,  Room  250 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEP 


JUL  1 6 2012 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


The  meeting  was  called  to  order  at  6:00  p.m. 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Police  Commissioners  present:  Thomas  Mazzucco,  Petra  DeJesus,  Joe  Marshall,  Angela 
Chan,  Carol  Kingsley,  R.  James  Slaughter,  and  L.  Julius  M.  Turman. 

Youth  Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Robin  Bonner,  Angel  Carrion,  Javonte 
Holloway,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Leah  LaCroix,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Rene  Ontiveros,  Nicholas 
Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  and  Happy  “Huimin”  Yang.  There  was  quorum. 

2.  Introduction  and  overview  (Discussion  Only) 

Police  Commission  President  Mazzucco  made  introductory  remarks  and  gave  a brief 
overview  of  the  special  joint  hearing — the  first  such  joint  hearing  between  the  Youth  and 
Police  Commissions — the  purpose  of  which  is  to  address  and  improve  relations  between 
young  people  and  police  officers  in  San  Francisco 

Youth  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Chair  of  the  Youth  Commission's  Youth  Justice  Committee, 
thanked  the  Police  Commission  for  willing  to  calendar  this  joint  meeting. 

Introductions  were  made  by  Youth  Commissioners  Huneeus,  Bonner,  Armstrong,  Yang, 
Carrion,  Holloway,  Persky,  Shackelford,  LaCroix,  and  Marshall-Fricker. 

Introductions  were  then  made  by  Police  Commissioners  Turman,  Slaughter,  Kingsley,  Chan. 
DeJesus,  Marshall,  and  Mazzucco. 

Supervisor  David  Campos,  followed  by  Supervisor  John  Avalos,  addressed  both  the  Police 
Commission  and  the  Youth  Commission  and  thanked  both  bodies  for  their  work  and  for 
organizing  this  hearing.  The  Supervisors  spoke  about  the  importance  of  community  policing 
and  stated  that  they  look  forward  to  hearing  from  the  many  youth  and  members  of  the  public 
present  in  the  Board  Chamber. 

Mr.  Paul  Henderson,  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff,  Mayor’s  Office,  then  addressed  both  bodies.  He 
shared  some  personal  history  regarding  his  youthful  interactions  with  law  enforcement,  and 
he  expressed  excitement  and  gratitude  for  the  special  joint  hearing. 

President  Mazzucco  and  Commissioner  Ontiveros  thanked  and  acknowledged  the  City 
officials  in  attendance:  Police  Chief  Greg  Suhr;  Chief  Juvenile  Probation  Officer  William  P 
Siffermann;  Director  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF)  Maria 
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Su;  staff  from  DCYF’s  Violence  Prevention  team;  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District’s 
Student  Support  Services’  Director  Claudia  Anderson;  and  staff  from  the  Mayor’s  Office. 

President  Mazzucco  then  called  item  5 Public  Comment  out  of  order. 

5.  Public  Comment 

Peter  Alexander  spoke  about  his  negative  experiences  with  police  as  a child. 

President  Mazzucco  urged  Mr.  Alexander  should  speak  to  Police  Officer  regarding  his 
testimony  after  public  comment. 

Sarah  Tabid  stated  that  she  is  concerned  about  what  happens  to  children  in  the  country. 

Chris  Balrezo,  a Balboa  High  School  sophomore  and  youth  from  the  Magic  Zone,  spoke 
about  the  Magic  Zone’s  teen  forum’s  recommendations  and  hoped  that  they  would 
considered  by  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department. 

Dontell  Jackson,  a Galileo  High  School  student  and  a youth  member  of  the  Magic  Zone, 
spoke  about  the  importance  of  increased  teen  input  and  participation  in  police  and 
community  events. 

Lydia  Davlia,  a Mercy  High  School  student  spoke  about  the  importance  of  youth  involvement 
at  police  meetings,  which  would  help  benefit  the  community. 

Malia  Ponce  spoke  about  the  importance  of  discounted  BART  and  MUNI  transportation 
passes  for  youth. 

Myondra  Lewis,  a Galileo  High  School  student  spoke  about  having  stronger  police  and 
community  relationship.  Ms.  Lewis  asked  for  support  for  youth  participation  and  voice  in  law 
enforcement. 

Kenny  Chapelle,  a June  Jordan  High  School  student,  asked  for  more  police  participation  in 
youth  community  sports  and  activities.  Mr.  Chapelle  stated  that  police  participation  in  such 
events  can  be  viewed  by  youth  as  friends  and  allies  to  youth  and  communities. 

JT  from  Gilman  Recreation  Center's  Connect  Hunter's  Point  Family,  expressed  support  for 
the  SFPD  wilderness  and  fishing  program. 

Anonymous  youth  from  Gilman  Rec  Connect,  spoke  in  support  of  the  SFPD  wilderness  and 
fishing  program.  He  spoke  about  how  much  fun  he  had  with  SFPD  Officer  Michael  and  the 
youth  rafting  trip. 

Erwin  Linko,  a youth  from  Gilman  Rees  Connect,  spoke  in  support  of  the  rafting  trip  with 
SFPD  Officer  Michael. 

Michael,  a youth  from  Gilman  Rec  Connect,  spoke  about  participating  multiple  times  in  the 
rafting  trip  with  Officer  Michael.  He  spoke  about  the  value  of  learning  from  Officer  Michael 
during  these  trips. 
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Leah  Weitz,  program  staff  of  the  Bernal  Heights  Neighborhood  Center  and  Conscious  Youth 
Media  Crew,  spoke  about  the  successful  youth  summits  the  past  two  years  that  she  has 
helped  organize  in  the  Excelsior  neighborhood  with  the  Captain  of  Ingleside  Police  Station. 

Jaeden  Brasil,  Balboa  High  School  student,  spoke  about  his  participation  in  the  Excelsior 
youth  summit.  Mr.  Brasil  spoke  about  community  policing  and  the  beauty  of  having  a youth 
and  police  hearing. 

AH  Paningbatan,  a Balboa  High  School  student  and  Oceanview  Merced  Ingleside  Mayor's 
Youth  Employment  and  Education  Program  (OMI-MYEEP)  youth,  spoke  about  the 
importance  of  having  good  relationships  with  police  in  communities. 

Nancy  Liang,  an  Abraham  Lincoln  High  Student,  spoke  about  youth  being  disrespected  and 
harassed  by  police.  Ms.  Liang  spoke  about  the  need  for  youth  summit  programs  where 
youth  and  police  can  collaborate  together. 

Artie  Clayhan,  an  OMI-MYEEP  youth,  spoke  about  youth  and  police  having  differing 
opinions  about  one  another.  Ms.  Clayhan  shared  examples  of  youth  being  harassed  by 
police  in  her  neighborhoods.  Ms.  Clayhan  spoke  about  the  importance  of  having  police 
trained  in  adolescent  behavior. 

Chanella  Hunter,  a youth  from  Coleman  Advocates  for  Children  and  Youth's  Youth  Making  a 
Change  (YMAC)  program,  spoke  about  the  need  for  youth  to  view  police  in  different  ways 
other  than  as  a force  of  terror.  Ms.  Hunter  said  that  police  needed  to  be  more  youth  friendly. 

Goyette  Williams,  a youth  from  Coleman’s  YMAC  program,  stated  that  better  police  and 
youth  interactions  can  promote  positive  relationships. 

Danny  Wong,  a youth  from  OMI-MYEEP,  shared  that  better  community  and  police 
relationships  could  help  diffuse  racial  tensions.  Mr.  Wong  asked  for  police  to  be  more  youth 
friendly  and  to  view  youth  as  allies  and  not  enemies. 

Fabio  Alvarez,  a youth  from  OMI-MYEEP,  shared  his  negative  personal  experience  with  the 
police,  in  which  he  and  his  friends  were  harassed  by  police  officers.  Mr.  Alvarez  also  shared 
another  incident  in  which  he  was  randomly  stopped  by  police  officers  and  accused  of  a 
crime.  He  stated  that  it  made  him  feel  like  he  was  being  judged. 

Marcus  Gilmore,  a youth  from  OMI-MYEEP,  spoke  about  youth  and  police  having  an  “us 
against  them " mentality.  Mr.  Gilmore  spoke  about  the  need  to  change  this  and  to  build  better 
relationships  and  communication  with  police.  He  suggested  that  police  and  youth  need  to 
participate  together  in  community  events  and  activities. 

Braice  Dozzie,  a participant  in  United  Playaz  programming,  spoke  about  growing  up  with 
bad  experiences  with  the  police.  Ms.  Dozzie  shared  a positive  learning  experience  with 
Office  Mike  Howard. 

David  Zhong,  a youth  from  OMI-MYEEP,  spoke  about  wanting  better  police  and  youth 
relationships  in  the  community. 

Ken  Truong,  a youth  from  OMI-MYEEP,  shared  that  he  would  like  police  to  be  better  trained 
in  youth  interactions. 
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Jemeshia  Wade,  a youth  from  OMI-MYEEP,  spoke  about  the  need  for  better  police  and 
youth  relationships.  Ms.  Wade  spoke  about  the  negative  perceptions  youth  have  of  police, 
and  shared  her  personal  negative  experiences  with  police.  She  stressed  the  need  to  have 
police  trained  properly  to  work  with  youth  and  for  youth  to  understand  their  own  rights. 

Charles  Waddell,  a School  of  the  Arts  student,  shared  a personal  story  about  his  family 
having  a negative  experience  with  the  police. 

Mark  Armstrong,  a Downtown  High  School  student,  spoke  about  his  own  negative 
experiences  with  the  police  and  asked  for  more  support  for  better  police  and  youth 
relationships. 

Sheryl  Davis,  Executive  Director  of  MO’  MAGIC,  spoke  about  the  need  to  compile  best 
practices  for  working  and  engaging  with  youth  at  all  the  different  police  stations.  Ms.  Davis 
asked  for  more  community  members  to  participate  in  the  ongoing  Police  Department " Teen 
Forum,  ” and  asked  for  more  police  officers  of  color  to  be  more  active  in  youth  mentorship. 

Commissioner  Micah  Allen  of  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Authority  and  the  Bayview  YMCA 
spoke  about  his  different  experiences  with  the  SFPD.  Mr.  Allen  spoke  about  the  positive 
impacts  of  having  Officer  Jason  Johnson  stopping  by  the  Bayview  YMCA  and  engaging 
positively  with  community  members. 

Maria  Martinez,  an  Abraham  Lincoln  High  School  counselor,  spoke  about  the  collaborative 
partnerships  with  the  SRO’s  at  the  high  school,  and  her  positive  experiences  with  the 
SFPD’s  Taraval  station. 

Dennis  Chew,  Principal  of  Gordon  J.  Lau  Elementary  School,  spoke  about  seeing  good 
programming  where  youth  and  police  are  interacting  together  positively.  Mr.  Chew  also 
spoke  about  having  police  officers  speaking  in  classrooms  so  that  youth  can  see  that  they 
are  humans  with  families. 

Mattie  Scott,  co-founder  of  the  Healing  Circle,  a support  group  for  families  who  have  lost 
their  loved  ones  to  violence,  spoke  about  losing  her  son  to  violence.  Ms.  Scott  spoke  about 
the  value  and  need  of  having  a forum  where  youth  can  come  out  to  speak  about  losing  their 
peers  to  violence  and  the  importance  of  having  youth  know  their  rights.  Ms.  Scott 
commended  all  youth  speakers  at  the  hearing. 

Ericka  Lovrin,  Principal  of  George  Washington  High  School,  spoke  about  her  positive 
experiences  with  the  SFPD  and  their  youth  programs,  and  shared  that  she  had  never  had  a 
negative  experience  with  the  SFPD.  Ms.  Lovrin  commended  the  SFPD  officers  who  worked 
with  youth. 

Barnaby  Payne,  Principal  of  Abraham  Lincoln  High  School,  spoke  in  support  of  his  school’s 
positive  and  collaborative  partnership  with  the  SFPD's  Taraval  Station.  Mr.  Payne’s 
experiences  with  police  officers  at  Lincoln  have  been  positive  and  he  shared  stories  of  the 
many  ways  in  which  Taraval  Station’s  police  officers  have  become  members  of  the  school’s 
community. 

Nicole  Workman,  staff  of  the  San  Francisco  SAFE  program,  spoke  in  support  of  building 
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youth  and  police  relationships  everywhere.  Ms.  Workman  also  shared  her  positive 
experiences  with  the  SFPD. 

Marlene  Tran,  a member  of  the  Visitacion  Valley  Asian  Alliance,  commended  the  SFPD's 
children  and  youth  programs. 

Rudy  Asercion  commended  the  SFPD’s  safety  programs  in  the  South  of  Market 
neighborhood. 

Sunny  Harker,  a teacher  at  Leonard  Flynn  Elementary  School  spoke  in  support  of  the 
SFPD’s  wilderness  program  and  the  positive  experiences  her  students  has  had  in  the 
program. 

President  Mazzucco  then  spoke  in  favor  of  the  School  Resource  Officers,  and  asked  to  have 
several  of  the  SRO's  present  at  the  hearing  to  come  up  to  the  podium  and  introduce 
themselves. 

Lois  Periollo,  a School  Resource  Officer,  commended  the  youth  that  she  has  interacted  with 

Val  Kirwan,  a School  Resource  Officer,  introduced  himself. 

Jennifer  Marino,  a School  Resource  Officer  from  Ingleside,  introduced  herself. 

Justin  Alcredo,  a School  Resource  Office  at  Visitacion  Valley  Middle  School,  introduced 
himself  and  stated  that  the  SROs  has  been  listening  to  all  youth  comments. 

Leon  Jackson,  a School  Resource  Officer  in  the  Bayview  district  introduced  himself. 

Razeem,  a liaison  officer  with  the  Boys  and  Girls  Club  in  the  Tenderloin,  introduced  himself. 

President  Mazzucco  thanked  all  of  the  School  Resource  Officers  who  were  in  attendance. 

Antonio  Mims  stated  that  a police  officer’s  duties  is  to  protect  communities  and  if  this  was 
done  correctly,  then  communities  would  be  safer.  Youth  need  to  understand  that  police 
officers  have  dangerous  jobs  and  are  not  supposed  to  be  everyone's  friends.  He  stated 
that  it  was  important  to  weed  out  the  really  bad  cops  so  that  youth  would  not  have  negative 
interactions. 

Frederick  Williams,  a 15  year  old  youth,  spoke  about  his  negative  experiences  with  police 
officers.  He  felt  he  was  being  discriminated  against  because  his  father  had  been  arrested. 

He  urged  police  officers  to  make  better  efforts  to  build  relationships  with  youth. 

Meng  Khaul,  a Galileo  High  School  student,  spoke  about  his  experiences  growing  up  in  the 
Tenderloin  district,  one  of  the  densest  neighborhoods  in  San  Francisco.  Mr.  Khaul  spoke 
about  the  importance  of  everyone  coming  together  and  working  together.  He  asked  for 
police  officers  to  take  the  time  to  really  listen  to  youth  and  to  work  on  building  better 
relationships  with  youth. 

Frank  Rescino,  introduced  himself  as  a member  of  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Fishing 
Program's  Board  of  Directors  and  a third  generation  Italian  fisherman.  He  has  participated  in 
the  youth  fishing  program  with  SFPD  for  44  years  and  spoke  about  how  successful  the 


program  has  been.  Mr.  Rescino  praised  the  SFPD  for  their  work  in  bringing  at  risk  youth 
from  disadvantaged  neighborhoods  into  the  fishing  program. 

Don  Franklin,  Coordinator  for  Alternative  Recreation  at  the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and 
Parks  Department,  spoke  about  his  personal  experience  as  a participant  in  the  SFPD's 
youth  fishing  program  in  1977.  He  spoke  about  the  success  of  bringing  youth  from  the  Youth 
Guidance  Center  out  to  Camp  Mather  last  summer.  He  commended  the  youth  wilderness 
and  fishing  program,  and  the  partnerships  with  various  City  agencies. 

Emily  Sobteman,  a 5th  grader  at  the  West  Portal  Elementary  School,  spoke  about  how  much 
she  learned  at  the  Angel  Island  field  trip  Officer  Rivera  conducted  with  her  school. 

Charlie  Cohen,  a 4th  grader  at  West  Portal  Elementary  School,  spoke  about  the  Angel  Island 
field  trip  and  thanked  Officer  Mike  for  his  participation. 

Alex  Chang,  a 5th  grader  at  West  Portal  Elementary  School,  spoke  about  the  successful  field 
trip  to  Angel  Island.  Mr.  Chang  spoke  about  how  much  he  has  learned  during  these  field 
trips  and  spoke  about  the  importance  of  having  this  wilderness  and  fishing  program. 

Bill  Chang,  parent  of  West  Portal  Elementary  School  student,  spoke  in  support  of  the 
positive  collaborations  between  police  officers,  youth,  and  schools  in  field  trips  such  as 
Angel  Island.  Mr.  Chang  spoke  about  the  importance  of  social  interactions  linked  with 
educational  activities.  Police  officers  attending  field  trips  with  school 

Cindy  Berstein,  a 4th  grade  teacher  at  West  Portal  Elementary  School,  spoke  in  support  of 
the  SFPD  wilderness  program  and  thanked  Officer  Michael  Rivera  for  leading  such  a 
program. 

Marina  Debroot,  a 5th  grade  teacher  at  West  Portal  elementary  school,  spoke  in  support  of 
the  SFPD  wilderness  program  with  Officer  Michael  Rivera.  Ms.  Debroot  spoke  about  her 
classroom’s  participation  in  the  SFPD  wilderness  program  since  1986. 

Steven  Linder,  a parent  of  a West  Portal  elementary  school,  spoke  in  support  of  the  SFPD 
wilderness  program. 

Domino  Crow,  staff  from  the  Environmental  Traveling  Companions,  spoke  about  the  positive 
experiences  he  has  had  with  the  SFPD’s  wilderness  program.  Mr.  Crow  expressed  support 
for  the  wilderness  program. 

Brandon  Jackson,  a Case  Manager  at  Inner  City  Youth,  stated  that  he  would  like  police  to 
have  better  training  how  to  interact  with  youth.  Mr.  Jackson  spoke  about  the  importance  for 
joint  police  and  youth  events  in  communities.  He  has  heard  from  the  many  high  risk  youth 
he  works  with,  that  they  feel  discriminated  against  and  harassed  by  police  officers.  He 
described  the  struggle  his  young  people  go  through  in  his  community 

Laurel  Moeslein,  Senior  Case  Manager  at  Inner  City  Youth,  commended  Captain  Lam  for 
his  work  and  spoke  about  the  need  for  police  officers  to  be  better  trained  in  interacting  with 
youth. 

Arturo  Zavarak,  a youth  from  Inner  City  Youth,  spoke  about  his  negative  experiences  with 
police  officers  and  the  justice  system. 
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Given  Brown,  Director  of  Inner  City  Youth,  spoke  about  negative  experiences  with  police 
and  the  justice  system. 

Will  Chu,  a preschool  teacher,  spoke  in  support  of  the  San  Francisco  Pal  fishing  trip. 

Rob  Connolly,  President  of  the  San  Francisco  Boys  and  Girls  Club,  spoke  in  support  of  the 
SFPD  and  what  they  are  currently  doing  with  youth  programs. 

James  Holley,  Director  of  the  Willie  Mays  Boys  and  Girls  Club,  spoke  in  support  of  the  SFPD 
and  what  they  are  currently  doing  with  youth  programs. 

James  Mekay,  Bayview  Hunter’s  Point  Foundation  Youth  Services,  spoke  in  support  of  the 
SFPD  wilderness  program. 

Carletta  Jackson  Lane,  a staff  from  Sojourner  Truth  FFA,  introduced  herself  and 
commended  the  Youth  Commission,  Police  Commission,  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  Chief 
Suhr.  Ms.  Lane  then  spoke  in  support  of  the  School  Resources  Officers. 

Esan  Looper,  Director  of  the  Tenderloin  Boys  and  Girls  club,  spoke  about  the  importance  of 
positive  youth  and  police  relationships. 

Patricia  Martinez,  staff  from  Project  W.H.A.  T.,  spoke  about  negative  experiences  with  police 
and  asked  for  more  training  on  police  and  youth  interactions  for  police  officers. 

Emil  Lawrence  spoke  in  support  of  police  and  youth  relationships  and  urged  everyone  to 
communicate  with  their  district  stations  when  there  are  negative  and  positive  interactions 
with  police. 

Eddy  Zheng,  a staff  from  the  Community  Youth  Center  spoke  in  support  of  more  training  for 
better  police  and  youth  relationships. 

John  Woody  spoke  about  his  negative  experiences  with  police. 

Ennis  Smith  Jr.,  a youth  ambassador  from  the  Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League , spoke  in 
support  of  better  training  for  police  on  youth  and  police  interactions. 

3.  Expert  Testimony  (Discussion  Only) 

Youth  and  Youth  Serving  Organizations,  Academic  and  Policy  Experts 

The  first  expert  speaker  was  Daniel  Macallair,  Executive  Director  of  Center  on  Juvenile  and 
Criminal  Justice,  an  organization  that  provides  direct  services,  technical  assistance,  and 
policy  analysis  services  in  the  field  of  criminal  justice.  Mr.  Macallair  explained  that  there  is 
widespread  agreement  the  crime  rate  among  young  people  in  the  United  States  is  at  the 
lowest  point  it  has  ever  been — both  locally  and  nationally. 

Mr.  Macallair  then  reflected  on  the  history  of  the  Children's  Amendment,  a Charter 
amendment  first  passed  by  the  voters  in  1991 , which  sets  aside  funds  for  youth  services.  He 
spoke  of  the  early  years  after  the  passage  of  the  Children’s  amendment  as  a moment  of 
innovation  in  youth  programming  in  San  Francisco;  it  was  in  this  moment  that  the  City  began 
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investing  in  a diversified  range  of  service  options  that  has  never  existed  before.  He  argued 
that  San  Francisco  has  established  itself  as  a national  model  in  youth  policing  and  juvenile 
adjudication  with  comprehensive  programs  to  reduce  recidivism  between  30-40%. 

Mr.  Macallair  encouraged  the  SFPD  to  develop  joint  training  approaches  with  youth  serving 
organizations,  and  that  any  such  trainings  should  be  based  on  evidence-based  practices. 
He  urged  the  SFPD  to  look  into  trainings  on  juvenile  justice  and  adolescent  behavior  and 
youth  cognitive  development. 

Denise  Coleman,  Director  of  Juvenile  Justice  Programs  at  Huckleberry  Youth  Programs, 
gave  a detailed  overview  on  Huckleberry’s  Community  Assessment  and  Referral  Center 
(CARC).  CARC  provides  youth  arrested  for  nonviolent  crimes  with  supportive  services  and 
alternative  programming  to  incarceration.  CARC  serves  as  a single  point  of  entry  for 
assessment,  service  integration,  referral,  booking,  crisis  intervention,  case  management, 
and,  in  selected  cases,  mentoring  for  detained  youth.  Ms.  Coleman  then  provided  data  on 
the  effectiveness  of  CARC’s  programming  in  reducing  negative  youth  outcomes.  Ms. 
Coleman  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  and  Police  Commission  for  holding  the  joint 
hearing. 

Nadiyah  Shereff,  a Transitional  Aged  Youth  San  Francisco  (TAYSF)  Young  Adult  Advocate, 
recounted  her  personal  history  of  being  formerly  incarcerated  youth  and  having  negative 
interactions  with  the  police.  Now  a young  adult,  Ms.  Shereff  gone  on  to  become  a youth 
justice  advocate  and  role  model  for  her  peers;  in  addition  to  her  work  at  TAYSF  and  her 
studies,  she  serves  on  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Center  for  Young  Women's 
Development,  which  provides  services  for  young  and  adult  women  in  the  justice  systems. 
Ms.  Shereff  spoke  about  the  importance  of  distributing  “Know  Your  Rights”  pamphlets  to  all 
youth,  regardless  of  whether  or  not  they  have  come  into  contact  with  a law  enforcement 
officer.  Ms.  Shereff  also  spoke  about  the  need  for  de-escalation  tactics,  and  for  police  to  be 
better  trained  in  such  tactics  so  that  they  can  interact  with  youth  in  a more  positive  and  safe 
way. 

Robin  Bonner,  a mayoral  appointee  to  the  Youth  Commission  and  Program  Assistant  at  the 
Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League,  then  spoke  about  the  importance  of  having  an  open 
dialogue  with  youth.  Ms.  Bonner  spoke  in  support  of  having  public  speaking  and  debate 
trainings  for  youth.  She  spoke  about  the  need  for  youth  to  be  trained  on  how  to 
communicate  effectively  and  positively.  Ms.  Bonner  urged  the  SFPD  to  be  trained  on  having 
an  open  dialogue  with  youth  and  students. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

4.  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  and  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints  (OCC) 
Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

San  Francisco  Police  Department  Presentation: 

Captain  Antonio  Parra,  Commanding  Officer  of  the  SFPD’s  Special  Victims  Unit,  provided 
some  opening  remarks  and  gave  an  overview  on  the  SFPD’s  vision  for  police  and  youth 
engagement.  Commander  Michael  Biel  then  gave  an  overview  on  SFPD’s  current  trainings 
related  to  youth.  In  Commander  Biel’s  assessment,  there  are  some  32  hours  of  training 
each  police  officer  receives  that  are  related  to  youth.  There  is  also  a school  resource  officer 
core  course,  and  advanced  officer  training  on  interpersonal  communication. 
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Captain  Parra  then  introduced  some  SFPD  Youth  Programs  coordinators.  Police  Activities 
League  Executive  Director  Lorraine  Woodruff-Long  and  Rick  Bruce,  President  of  the  San 
Francisco  Police  Activities  League,  then  provided  an  overview  of  San  Francisco’s  PAL 
including  goals,  highlights,  and  achievements  with  youth. 

Officer  Mike  Rivera  then  provided  a detailed  description  of  the  SFPD’s  Wilderness  Program 
and  the  successes  the  program  has  had  with  engaging  youth  and  building  relationships  with 
youth  through  outdoor  activities.  The  purpose  of  the  program  is  to  break  down  barriers  and 
build  trust  between  police  and  at-risk,  low-income  inner  city  youth  in  an  outdoor 
environment.  SFPD's  Officer  Bob  Ford,  Youth  Fishing  Program  Coordinator,  spoke  about 
the  youth  fishing  program  he  coordinates  for  youth  ages  12  to  18.  Officer  Ford  gave  a 
general  overview  of  the  goals  and  successes  of  the  youth  fishing  program,  which  was 
started  back  in  1968  by  several  police  officers.  Every  summer,  the  program  takes  about 
1,500  youth  out  on  fishing  trips.  The  fishing  program  was  featured  at  last  year’s  International 
Association  of  Chief  of  Police  Conference  in  Chicago. 

Officer  Raphael  Rockwell  then  discussed  the  SFPD’s  Operation  Dream  Toy  Dream,  which  is 
a Christmas  Toy  Drive  for  low-income  children  in  San  Francisco,  including  youth  loving  in 
public  housing  developments. 

Chief  Greg  Suhr  then  gave  a presentation  on  his  participation  in  the  SFPD’s  “Finish  High 
School”  dropout  prevention  work  and  traveling  road  show.  Chief  Suhr  articulated  his 
commitment  to  speaking  to  high  school  students,  in  person,  about  the  importance  of 
finishing  high  school  and  then  eventually  completing  college  education.  The  “Finish  High 
School”  speaking  series  is  currently  booked  into  May.  Chief  Suhr  also  spoke  about  the 
SFPD’s  work  around  job  outreach,  noting  the  work  of  the  Mission  Station’s  Clean  Team, 
which  provides  500  jobs  for  at  risk  youth. 

Office  Val  Kirwan,  a School  Resource  Officer  from  Central  Station,  spoke  about  the 
S.T.E.P.S.  program  and  his  work  in  building  better  youth  and  police  relationships.  Officer 
Jason  Johnson  then  spoke  about  his  work  in  building  better  relationships  in  the  Bayview 
neighborhood.  Officer  Jason  Fox  then  shared  that  there  has  been  a “culture  shift”  in  recently 
implemented  trainings. 

Commander  Biel  stated  that  Captain  Barrett,  one  of  the  SFPD’s  head  trainers,  is  currently  at 
a conference  in  Seattle  in  order  to  learn  more  about  de-escalation  tactics  and  other 
intervention  skills  that  help  police  officers  interact  with  youth.  Commander  Biel  stated  that 
the  SFPD  is  committed  to  supporting  its  youth  programs.  Captain  Parra  closed  the 
presentation  with  a viewing  of  the  SFPD’s  historic  “It  Gets  Better”  video. 

Officer  of  Citizen  Complaints  Presentation 

Joyce  Hicks,  Director  of  the  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints  (OCC),  gave  an  in  depth  overview 
of  the  OCC  and  its  policy  work  with  youth.  OCC  is  the  third  largest  civilian  oversight  agency 
of  a police  department  in  the  United  Stations,  second  only  to  Chicago  and  New  York.  Ms. 
Hicks  provided  historical  background  of  her  agency  and  underscored  the  importance  of 
youth  as  an  analytical  group  for  OCC’s  policy  work. 

Samara  Marion,  Staff  Attorney  and  Policy  Analyst  with  OCC,  spoke  about  youth  oriented 
policy  issues  and  the  collaborative  work  between  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  and 
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OCC  on  improved  trainings  for  police  on  matters  involving  youth  and  youth  issues.  Ms. 
Marion  spoke  about  the  need  for  adolescent  behavior  and  cognitive  development  training  for 
police,  which  would  allow  for  better  youth  and  police  interactions. 

Final  Remarks  from  Youth  Commissioners: 

Youth  Commissioner  Holloway  thanked  everyone  for  their  participation  in  an  historic  joint 
hearing  between  the  police  and  youth  commission.  Commissioner  Holloway  spoke  about  the 
need  for  substantive,  scenario  based  trainings  for  police  and  the  wide  distribution  of  Know 
Your  Rights  pamphlets. 

Youth  Commission  Chairwoman  LaCroix,  spoke  about  the  need  for  joint  youth  and  police 
trainings.  Youth  Commissioner  Armstrong  commended  everyone  for  their  work  and 
participation  in  the  joint  hearing,  and  thanked  everyone  for  the  opportunity.  Youth 
Commissioner  Bonner  suggested  that  the  captains  of  SFPD’s  various  district  stations  come 
to  middle  and  high  schools  at  the  beginning  of  each  school  year  to  distribute  the  Know  Your 
Rights  pamphlets.  Youth  Commissioner  Yang  spoke  about  the  necessity  of  developing 
concrete  recommendations  subsequent  to  this  joint  hearing,  and  asked  for  specific  data  on 
how  many  Know  Your  Rights  pamphlets  have  been  distributed.  Youth  Commissioner 
Ontiveros  then  asked  to  haye  some  form  of  follow  up  discussion  with  the  SFPD  and/or  the 
SF  Police  Commission.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  asked  for  a timeline  for  when  the  Youth 
Commission’s  recommendations  could  be  implemented,  and  spoke  about  the  need  for 
having  scenario-based  trainings  for  SFPD  officers  and  better  distribution  of  Know  Your 
Rights  pamphlets. 

Police  Commissioner  Kingsley  stated  that  she  is  very  open  to  future  collaboration  with  the 
Youth  Commission,  and  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  patience  and  participation 
in  the  joint  hearing.  Commissioner  Kingsley  praised  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  work 
and  presence  at  the  hearing.  Police  Commissioner  Chan  thanked  Director  of  the  Youth 
Commission,  Mario  Yedidia,  and  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  work.  Commissioner  Chan 
asked  how  the  Police  Commission  can  follow  up  on  this  joint  hearing,  and  asked  the  Youth 
Commission  to  follow  up  by  writing  down  their  official  recommendations  to  the  Police 
Commission.  Police  Commissioner  Marshall  spoke  about  closing  the  gap  between  “the 
officer  you  want  to  see”  and  “the  officer  you  often  get". 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

President  Mazzucco  thanked  everyone  for  their  time. 

5.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  10:42p.m. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  {9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 
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KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (416)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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QP  Youth  Commission 

San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  March  19,2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  March  5,  2012 
(Document  A) 


GOVE 

DOCUiv 

MAR 


:ept 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 


7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 


A.  Presentation  on  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families’  (DCYF) 
Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan  (CSAP) 

Presenters:  Maria  Su,  Director,  DCYF;  Max  Rocha,  Deputy  Director,  DCYF 
(Document  B) 

B.  Presentation  on  the  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  Youth  Advisory  Board's  Work  on 
Creating  a Voice  for  Homeless  Youth  and  Health  Education 

Presenters  Maria  del  Rio,  Youth  Advisory  Board  Coordinator,  Larkin  Street  Youth 
Advisory  Board,  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services 
(Document  C) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 


A.  (Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 08 — Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  Oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown’s  Proposed 
2012-2013  Budget  Proposal  Which  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  D) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1112-09 — Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor 
to  Support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  Proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the 
California  State  Assembly  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  E) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 


•Youth  Commission 


C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 12-10-Calling  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
to  Launch  a Local  SF  Summer  Jobs*  Campaign  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  F) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioner  Armstrong,  Huey,  Persky,  Shackelford 

D.  1 1 12— -M3 — Sponsoring  the  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  G) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  March  14,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting: 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  April  11,  2012,  4:30-7:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting: 
Wednesday,  March  21,  4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Tuesday,  March  20,  2012,  4:30pm  City 
Hall,  room  345 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting: 

555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Baer,  Monday,  March  5,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Baer,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

D.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 

E.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  March  5,  2012 

F.  Commissioner  Huey,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

G.  Commissioner  Liang,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

H.  Commissioner  Sun,  Monday,  March  5,  2012 

I.  Commissioner  Sun,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

J.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 


12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.orq. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  (phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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LFA  Group:  Learning  for  Action  enhances  the  impact  and  sustainability  of  social  sector  organizations 
through  highly  customized  research,  strategy  development,  and  evaluation  services. 


About  the  San  Francisco  Department  of 
Children,  Youth  & Their  Families 


Created  in  1989,  San  Francisco's  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  (DCYF)  is  one  of  the  few 
city  departments  in  the  country  dedicated  exclusively  to  meet  the  needs  of  young  people  from  birth 
through  the  age  of  25.  The  department's  mission  is  to  ensure  that  families  with  children  are  a prominent 
and  valued  segment  of  San  Francisco’s  social  fabric  by  supporting  programs  and  activities  in  every  San 
Francisco  neighborhood.  To  learn  more,  visit:  www.dcyf.org. 

Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Fa.m 
Fox  Plaza 

1390  Market  Street 
Suite  900 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
415  554-8990  '' 


About  LFA  GroutSjjjiparn/j 

Established  in  2000  and  with||||jSes  in  San^rancisco  a^^Seattle,  LFA  Group:  Learning  for  Action 
provides  highly  customized  research,  strategy,  and  evaluation  services  that  enhance  the  impact  and 
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and  communitY-basgdfggSBgX^ence  eWspl|P?hat  tlillinlightsahd  information  we  deliver  to  nonprofits, 
foundations,  ar^^^lic^alelnffes^canW^jput^directlyWollction.  In  the  consulting  process,  we  build 
organizationaJjppJacity,  not  depindence.'AYIt^ngage  deeply  with  organizations  as  partners,  facilitating 
processes  to  dfl^on  strengths,  wifje^also  providing  expert  guidance.  Our  high  quality  services  are 
accessible  to  the  full  spectrum  of  solOalsector  organizations,  from  grassroots  community-based  efforts 
to  large-scale  natiomfjfjhd  international  foundations  and  initiatives.  To  learn  more,  visit 
www.LFAgroup.com.  jjgf 
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[.Background  and  Overview 


Background 


The  Children’s  Fund 

In  1991,  San  Francisco  became  the  first  city  in  the  country  to  guarantee  yearly  funding  for  children 
and  youth  services  in  the  city  budget.  This  was  achieved  by  amending  the  city  charter  with  what  has 
become  known  as  The  Children's  Amendment.  This  groundbreaking  amendment,  which  was 
reauthorized  in  November  2000,  guarantees  funding  for  children  and  youth  services  by  setting 
aside  a portion  of  property  taxes  each  year — three  cents  per  one  hundred’ dollars  of  assessed  value. 
This  portion  of  the  city  budget  is  known  as  the  Children's  Fund,  a nd. is^ad min istere d by  the 
Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  (DCYF).  The  Children^;.  Fund  will  be  in  effect  until 
June  30,  2016,  when  it  may  be  renewed  by  the  San  Francisco  electorate." - 


The  Planning  Cycle 

One  of  the  key  provisions  of  the  Children’s  Amendment  of  2000  is  a three-yearfu  riding 
cycle  for  DCYF.  The  cycle  consists  of  a Community  Needs,  Assessmeu||(available  at  wWyv.dcyf.org),  a 
Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan  (CSAP),  and  a Request  fpj^Prppbshls  (RFP)  for  a three-year 
commitment  of  funding.  An  RFP  based  on  thjsypjan  will  be  released  early  2013. 


The  Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan 


This  document,  the  Children's  Services  Allocation^Plan  (CSAP),  establishes  funding  priorities  and 
desired  outcomes  for  DCYF  basej&qmneeds  identified  in  dMfeo^ijvi^nity  Needs  Assessment  (CNA). 
DCYF  launched  the  planning  proeeis^ith  the  devetepnijit  of  guiding  principles  to  outline  the 
department’s  philosophy  apj|j^ended"TOtcomes  (seeGuiding  Principles  for  the  Allocation  Plan 
section].  DCYF  involved  key’S|ak^holder||^such  as  corij^tunity-based  organizations,  the  SFUSD  and 
other  city  departments,  to  gatRigfeedbl^te8athuild  sq^piort  for  DCYF’s  proposed  framework. 
DCYF,  in  collaboratjomwtth  outsideli'o^dltan^al'So.gaffiered  and  analyzed  additional  data  to 
supplement  infpr|riatr6rY^|^^ie  Cw|tliatwill  belised  in  the  Department’s  ongoing  planning 
efforts,  such, as  information  on3cejnndicators  to  identify  populations  of  need  (see  Appendix  B]  and 
information  onjfjyerall  City  sperid|ng  on  children  and  youth  (see  Appendix  C).  These  data  help 
inform  the  planhifijkgrocess  by  outlining  theTahdscape  in  which  DCYF  operates. 


The  Children’s  Fund  Ci|fe$n*s  Advisj||y  Committee  provided  strategic  guidance  and  support 
throughout  the  CSAP  pr bless.  The-firial  document  is  approved  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Funding  Allocation  Overview 


The  following  plan  outlines  priorities  and  funding  ranges  to  guide  the  expenditures  of  DCYF’s 
budget,  which  comes  from  a combination  of  Children’s  and  General  funds,  and  state  and  federal 
dollars.  The  city,  state,  and  federal  governments  all  face  fiscal  uncertainty  and  this  funding 
allocation  plan  is  based  on  the  best  estimate  of  available  revenue.  Today,  we  estimate  the 
Department  will  have  roughly  $76  million  available  annually  between  2013  and  2016  to  allocate 
toward  the  strategies  outlined  in  this  plan.  Actual  funding  levels,  however,  may  vary. 


The  Department,  in  collaboration  with  partnering  city  departments,  has  developed  allocations  for 
each  of  its  strategies.  We  also  identified  which  strategies  would  be  prioritized  for  additional 
investment  should  resources  become  available,  and  which  would  receive  reductions  should  actual 
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funds  fall  short  of  current  expectations.  The  table  below  summarizes  the  service  areas, 
corresponding  strategies  and  the  planned  range  of  funding  allocations.  Priorities  for  reduction  or 
expansion  are  detailed  within  each  service  area’s  list  of  strategies  in  the  body  of  this  plan.  When 
totaled,  the  allocation  range  will  allow  the  Department  to  adjust  spending,  if  needed,  to 
accommodate  up  to  eight  percent  reduction  or  growth. 


Exhibit  1.  Overview  of  2013-2016  Funding  Allocations  by  Strategy 

POPULATION  SERVICE  AREA  STRATEGY  


ALLOCATION 
($  millions) 
LOW  HIGH 


,S  Age  5-13 


8 


Age  13  - 25 


Early  Care  and 
Education  (ECE) 


Out-of-School 
Time  (OST) 


Youth 
Leadership, 
Empowerment 
& Development 
(Y-LEaD) 


Ensure  Access  to  High-Quality  Child  Care 


Improve  Early  Childhood  Program  Quality 

Strengthen  Inclusive  Practices  and  inclusion  System  Supports  for 

Children  with  Special  Needs 

SUBTOTAL 

Ensure  Access  to  Comprehensive  Before-  and  Afterschool 
Programs 

Ensure  Access  to  Comprehensive  Summer  and  School  Break 
Programming 

Ensure  Access  to  Specialized  Activities 

Develop  and  Institutionalize  Core  Academic  Capacities  at 

Comprehensive  K-8  Afterschooi  and  Summer  Programs 

Build  Programmatic  Capacity  and  Improve  Service  Quality 

SUBTOTAL 


Ensure  Access  to  Summer  Transition  Programming 

Support  Development  of  Work  Readiness  and  '21st  Century  Skills, 

Career  Awareness  & School  Success 

Deepen  Youth  Empowerment  and  Community  Engagement 

Ensure  Access  to  School-Based  Wellness  Services 

Build  Specialized  Programmatic  Capacity  and  Improve  Service 

Quality 

SUBTOTAL 


3.770 

6.140 

0.340 

0.750 

11.0 

9.300 
2.700 
1.000 
0.485 
0.275 
13.760 
2.625 
0.250 
9.500 

1.300 
3.650 
0.100 
17.425 


6.275 

0.345 

.0770 

11.3 

9.600 

4.050 

2.000 

0.660 

0.375 

16.685 

4.010 

0.500 

11.000 

1.500 

4.000 

0.200 

21.160 


u 
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POPULATION 


i 


Children  & 

Children  and  cu!T.!orts 
thei,  families  ^ 


Systems- 
Involved, 
high-risk  and 
in-rlsk  youth 
age  10  - 25 


Violence 
Prevention  and 
Intervention 
(VPI) 


<£■ 

s:>; 


I n/a 


Systems 

Development 


ALLOCATION 
($  millions) 
LOW  HIGH 


* Ensure  Access  to  Family  Supports  {Family  Resource  Center 
Services) 

■ Support  School-Based  Youth  and  Family  Centers  (Beacon 
Initiative) 

■ Ensure  Access  to  Affordable  Health  Care  and  Healthy  Food 
(Healthy  Kids;  Summer  Food) 

SUBTOTAL 

■ Alternative  Education 

* Secondary  Prevention 

■ Diversion 

* Detention  Alternatives 

■ Detention-Based  Services 

■ Aftercare/Reentry 

* Build  Specialized  Programmatic  Capacity  and  Improve  Service 
Quality 

SUBTOTAL 


4.500  4.950 

2.800  3.100 

4.885  5.140 

12.185  13.190 

1.400  1.800 

1.565  2.215 

3.560  4.665 

0.915  1.010 

0.270  0.770 

2.235  2.485 

0.165  0.875 

10.11  13.82 


Ensure  School-Based  Support  Services  and  Strengthen  the 
SFUSD’s  CBO  Partnerships 

Use  Public  Engagement  Activities  to  Increase  Awareness  and 
Accessibility  of  Services 
Evaluate  Department  Investments 
Miscellaneous 

SUBTOTAL 


2.800 

0.400 

0.810 

1.300 

5.310 


3.500 

0.475 

1.100 

1.600 

6.675 


TOTAL  (not  Including  Department  operating  costs)  $69.8  $82.8 

VARIANCE  FROM  ESTIMATED  AVAILABLE  FUNDING  -8%  +8% 

‘■■'sgSai. 


Guiding  Principles  for  the  Allocation  Plan 

jm 

DCYF  began  the  planning^iopesiE^agreeing  on  a set  of  principles.  These  principles  are  an 
expression  of  DCYF's  core  bejiefffatfout  how  to  build  the  strongest-possible  three-year  plan — one 
that  will  enable  DCYF  to  worl^lfiectively  with  our  many  City  and  community-based  partners  to 
deliver  the  best  possible  outcomes  for  San  Francisco’s  children,  youth  and  families.  At  a time  of 
finite  resources  and  increased  need,  we  will  rely  on  these  principles  to  guide  us  through  tough 
decisions  about  where  and  how  to  focus  our  efforts. 

We  created  the  2013  - 2016  Children's  Services  Allocation  Plan  to: 

B Build  on  what's  working.  Continuity  and  consistency  are  important.  Grantees  and  other 
partners  should  have  confidence  that  we  remain  steadfast  in  our  priorities — school  readiness 
and  school  success — and  in  our  commitment  to  our  collaborators.  We  will  refine  and  improve 
our  work  wherever  possible  while  maintaining  our  overarching  goals  and  building  on  the 
foundation  of  existing  core  investments. 
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Draw  on  available  data  to  illuminate  and  bring  focus  to  the  areas  of  greatest  need.  The 
Department  will  continue  to  use  three  lenses  to  identify  the  most  urgent  needs: 
o Age.  We  will  explore  need  within  age  groupings — early  childhood  (ages  0 to  5],  school  age 
(ages  5 to  18),  and  transitional  age  youth  (ages  18  to  25) — but  also  address  needs  that  bridge 
these  groupings  (for  example,  the  transitions  from  early  childhood  into  school  and  between 
elementary,  middle  and  high  school). 

o Neighborhood.  We  must  be  clear  about  which  needs  are  citywide  and  which  are  concentrated 
in  specific  neighborhoods. 

o Risk  Factors.  Some  needs  are  felt  widely  by  most  of  our  city’s  children  and  youth,  while  others 
are  unique  to  certain  populations  who  face  special  obstacles,  including  children  and  youth  who 
are  disabled,  LGBTQQ,  homeless,  in-risk  or  systems-involved,  English  Learners,  undocumented 
immigrants,  etc.  ,4  §§ 


0 Champion  strategies  that  advance  known  best  p r a cti ces^ffwliy nvest  in  proven 

approaches,  drawing  on  our  successes  to  date  and  the  cumiifative  expertise  of  our  community- 
based  partners  to  understand  and  promote  local  bestgjpctices,  refiecting'San  Francisco's 
unique  needs  and  opportunities.  Simultaneously,  vvUpTll  remain  alert  to  emerging  national 
trends  in  child  and  youth  development,  which  offejtpjw  ways  of  thinking  arid  potential 
innovative  methods  for  addressing  persistent  chalienjje^ 

a Focus  resources  where  they  will  address  the  most  urgenfgaps.  In  particular,  we  remain 
committed  to  aligning  DCYF  investmen tsTo  comp le m e n t thokeof-pur  public  partners  in  order  to 
prevent  duplication  and  to  mitigate  the  effects  of  smfe-and  federalxuts  during  the  continuing 
economic  downturn.  We  also  recognize  that|DCYF  resl^Jxesjcan  be7)eVeraged  to  bring  more 
coordination  among  our  comhlunity- based  aWd  Gityjfep^tffint  collaborators,  resulting  in 
greater  operational  efficiencies  and  strategic  im^p^ 

Achieving  Positive  Outcomes 

As  stewards  p£the  Children’s^Eund,  DCY^as^cqmmitted  to  measuring  the  impact  of  our  investments. 
To  that  end,  D^YF.  has  and  confifpe§  to  inveSt  resources  in  developing  systems  to  assess  the  reach 
and  quality  of  services  funded  by  frf&departMeht,  and  progress  towards  four  broad  outcome  goals: 

H Children  and  Youthfare  Healthy?  ^ 

■ Children  and  Youth  a^Ready-fd^Eearn 
8 Children  and  Youth  are^U^^^ing  in  School 

B Children  and  Youth  Contribute  to  the  Growth,  Development,  & Vitality  of  San  Francisco 

During  the  2010-2013  funding  cycle,  DCYF  initiated  a new  developmentally-bascd  outcomes 
approach  that  focuses  on  tracking  progress  towards  two  of  the  four  goals:  Children  are  Ready  to 
Learn  and  Children  and  Youth  are  Succeeding  in  School.  An  independent  evaluation  of  these 
outcomes  is  planned  for  2012. 


In  this  planning  process,  DCYF  reaffirms  the  department's  commitment  to  the  core  outcomes,  while 
recognizing  that  a wide  range  of  supporting  outcomes,  such  as  family,  wellness,  and  safety,  are 
preconditions  that  make  educational  attainment  possible.  In  the  2014-2016  funding  cycle,  DCYF 
will  continue  to  assess  reach  and  quality  of  services,  and  children,  youth,  and  family  outcomes. 
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Exhibit  2.  Intended  Core  and  Supporting  Outcomes 

■ Core  Outcomes 


DCYF  believes  that  continuous  investment  in  evaluation  sfeulclJptfTt  in  positive  outcomes  for 
children,  youth  and  their  families,  and  greatpgggvaluation  capacri^famong  the  department  and 
grantees.  Through  careful  assessment  and  eyal^tibn,  DCYF  and  its'grantees  commit  to  improving 
on  what  is  not  working  and  Finding  ways  to  sunp o r ^efforts  that  showjjositive  results. 

% 

However,  measuring  the  impact, qFDCYF's  investments  c.oafltiufe^tP._be  a challenge.  Given  the  many 
factors  that  impact  the  lives  p^lM^Yengrnd  vo u tKISs ucftHs  familyppeer,  school,  and  neighborhood 
influences — it  is  often  hardjtoasolate  themnpact  ofl|j|jpne  or  set  of  interventions.  This  issue  is 
compounded  by  the  fact  thalcBiidren  anfifyouth  are  constantly  growing  and  evolving. 

DCYF  will  be  Drudenfem^.approHEpt^valuatiq^Gare'-Vviil  be  taken  to  apply  outcome  measures 
where  they  fit  apd  nbt  t3  fonfgjh e rnwh  er  e they  doXftffe  DCYF  remains  committed  to  looking  at 
funded  prog^fflfioiisticaliv^^wiil  cogfmue  to  assess  program  quality  against  established 
standards,  monitor  organizationailhealth,f^j1ew  service  reach,  and  offer  capacity  building 
opportunities.  'fjjk  ^ 

Children  and  Youth  Outcomes' 

The  table  below  lists  the  rXe'sir^ednlptcbmes  for  the  2013-2016  funding  cycle.  The  outcomes  are 
organized  by  our  four  broadfggalpEach  outcome  is  linked  to  the  service  area  in  which  competitive 
grants  will  be  awarded  to  proViSe  activities  to  support  these  outcomes.  Although  DCYF  will  fund 
activities  that  we  believe  will  help  children  and  youth  make  gains  toward  all  four  goals,  we  will 
focus  outcome  evaluation  on  goals  II  (Children  are  Ready  to  Learn]  and  111  (Children  and  Youth  are 
Succeeding  in  School). 
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Children  and 
youth  are  healthy 


Exhibit  3.  DCVF  Children  and  Youth  Outcomes 


ECE  Children  and  youth  have  access  to 
OST  quality  programs  that  support  their 
Y-LEaD  spcial-emotional  well-being  and 

VPI  healthy  physical  development 

ECE 

OST  Children  and  youth  develop  caring, 

Y-LEaD  supportive  relationships  with  adults 

FS  outside  of  their  family. 

VPI 


V 

Pil. 





I 

o.  Children  and  ‘ 


Youth  develop  knowledge  and 
skills  to  promote  their  own 
emotional  and  mental  health. 


" 

: 'v  - 


Children  and  youth  demonstrate 
confidence  In  applying  critical 
thinking  and  problem  solving  skills 
to  real-life  hands-on  challenge. 

Youth  have  knowledge,  skills 
and  opportunities  to  make 
progress  toward  reaching 
education  and  career  goals. 


V 

V 


Children  and 
youth  contribute 
to  the  growth, 
development,  and 
vitality  of 
San  Francisco 


Children  and  youth  can  articulate 
their  personal  values,  show 
respect  and  caring  for  others, 
and  have  a sense  of  purpose. 

Youth  gain  knowledge,  skills,  and 
abilities  to  secure  maintain 
employment  and  become 
engaged  citizens. 


V 

V 


Family  Outcomes 

DCYF  recognizes  the  importance  of  parents  and  caregivers  in  supporting  the  positive  development 
of  children  and  youth.  As  part  of  a joint  Family  Resource  Center  funding  strategy  between  DCYF, 
First  5 San  Francisco,  and  the  Human  Services  Agency,  the  following  family  outcomes  have  been 
prioritized.  DCYF  will  collaborate  with  our  funding  partners  to  measure  progress  toward  these 
goals. 
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Exhibit  4.  DCYF  Family  Outcomes 


Children  and  youth  are  nurtured,  safe, 
and  supported  for  school  readiness 
and  school  success 


Parents/caregivers  have  the 
knowledge,  skills,  strategies  and 
support  to  parent  effectively 


■Bill 


Families  build  their  own  capacity  to 
improve  family  functioning 


Families  receive  adequate  services  to 
meet  their  basic  needs 


family-focused  and 


* Families  support  ohlldren’s  social,  emotional,  cognitive  and 
physical  development 

■ Children  and  families  learn  appropriate  skills  to  prepare  for 
school 

■ Parents  engage  in  appropriate  learning  & play  with  children  on  a 
regular  basis 

* Parents  provide  nurturing  and  positive  emotional  support  to  their 
children 

* Parents  have  realistic  expectations  of  children  and  use  positive, 
age-appropriate  disciplinary  practices 

■ Parents  establish  predictable,  age-appropriate  daily  routines  for 
children  ; 

1 Parents  demonstrate  positive  feelings  and  perceptions  about 
parenting  experience 

1 Families  are  connected  to  a supportive  community 
1 Parents  demonstrate  efficacy,  including  the  capacity  to  seek  help 
in  times  of  need 

1 Parents  are  free  from  issues  that  negatively  impact  parenting, 
including  substance  abuse,  symptoms  of  depression  & domestic 
violence 

1 Children  are  safe  during  times  of  family  crisis  and/or  stress 

1 Families  are  knowledgeable  about  available  resources  to  help 
meet  their  family’s  needs 

Families  access  resources  to  meet  basic  living  needs  - food, 
nation 

e supported  in  building  and  protecting  financial 

- . ' : ■ - _ . ' ' ' 

Family  Resource  Centers  offer  diverse  parent  involvement 
opportunities 

Communities  are  family-friendly  and  fun 

Communities  work  together  to  address  neighborhood  issues 

FRCs  actively  communicate  their  services  to  the  community 
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The  strategies  we  have  developed  for  the  20111-2016  timeframe  build  on  a strong  foundation  of 
work  pursued  by  the  Department  ana  our  partners  over  the  last  two  years.  We  remain  committed 
to  core  outcomes  focused  on  learning  and  school  success,  while  recognizing  that  a wide  range  of 
supporting  outcomes  are  preconditions  that  make  educational  attainment  possible.  The  approach 
described  in  this  section  is  intended  to  be  holistic,  addressing  the  unmet  learning  needs  of  San 


Francisco's  children  and  youth  while  simultaneously  working  to  create  healthy  family  and 
community  environments  that  enable  and  promote  school  success.  TftWtrategies  work 
sequentially  to  achieve  developmental^  meaningful  outcomes,  fro®l)Trth  through  the  transition  to 
adulthood. 


Exhibit  5.  DCYF  Investment  Priorities? 2013  - 201$ 


! Every  child  Is  ready  ] 
GOA  S j when  they  begin  school  j 


CORE  | 


I Every  ybfytlyenters  high  > j 
j school  ready  to  succeed 

~ I 


BEACON  HEALTH  AND 

SUPPORT  INITIATIVE  NUTRITION 


FAMILY 
SUPPORl 


VIOLENCE  PREVENTION 

AND  INTERVENTION 


SCHOOL  DISTRICT  PUBLIC 

_ partnerships  engagement 


Target  Populations 

Planned  investments  will  support  all  San  Francisco  children,  youth  and  families,  while  recognizing 
that  some  of  our  city's  young  people  face  steeper  hurdles  than  others  in  their  journeys  toward 
adulthood.  The  smartest  use  of  resources  focuses  specialized  interventions  to  help  those  who  are 
most  at  risk,  while  ensuring  that  everyone  has  essential  opportunities  and  supports.  DCYF  uses  an 
index  of  need  to  identify  the  neighborhoods  where  children  and  youth  are  likely  to  have  the 
greatest  level  of  need  for  services  (see  the  2011  Index  of  Need  map  below  and  Appendix  B for  more 
details  about  the  methodology  used  to  calculate  the  index  of  need). 


Prepared  by  I.FA  Group:  Learning  for  Action 
Revised  Draft  | March  2,  2012 


Exhibit  6.  2011  Index  of  Need 


For  each  of  our  strategies,  we  distinguish  between  investments  that  address  broadly  universal 
needs  from  those  that  are  meant  to  alleviate  concentrated  need  (such  as  in  the  city’s  east  and 
southeast  neighborhoods)  or  target  very  specific  types  of  needs  (such  as  those  faced  by  English 
Learners,  teen  parents,  homeless  families,  LGBTQQ  youth,  or  special  needs  youth)  or  extreme 
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circumstances  (such  as  exposure  to  violence):  Throughout  this  section,  each  strategy  identifies  the 
specific  populations  it  will  target 


Exhibit  7.  Target  Populations.  2013  ~ 2016 


□TYtA/iDS  / 
UNIVERSAL  NEED 


CONCENTRATED 

NEED 


; IDENTIFIED 
RISK  FACTORS 


*AII  San  Francisco  children,  youth  & families 

* Neighborhoods  where  need  is  concentrated 
- Racial  and  ethnic  groups  with  disproportionate  neec. 


ip 


At-risk  children,  youth  ^.families  -In-risk  children,  youth  & fam.I.es 

" Mental  health  needs,  a Exposure  to  o Chronictruancy 

ind.  substance  use,  . . violence,  abuse  c Negative  street . 

denress, on/anxiety  or  trauma  assocahons 


o Under-housed 
o Undocumented 
o English  Learner 
o Teen  parent, 
o B3BTQQ. 

■:  o Special  needs,  j 


Lo  Serious  mental  o Systems 
Pe„o,  nar.ro,  health  neks,  mrl  Involvement  leg., 

disconnected  from  severe  depletion/  Cr, ratal  Justice) 

school  ‘ suicidal  ideation 


> Acadero'c  under- 
perfornar.ee  or  " 


C 
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CORE  INVESTMENTS 


Early  Care  and  Education  (ECE) 

The  guiding  objective  of  our  work  with  children  ages  0 to  5 is  the  belief  that  every  San  Francisca 
child  should  reach  elementary  school  ready  to  learn.  Among  the  critical  components  of  school 
readiness1  are: 


1 Physical  well-being  and  motor  development 
Social  and  emotional  development 
1 Communication  and  language  usage 
Cognition  and  general  knowledge 
Approaches  toward  learning 


jm 


As  of  2009,  the  last  time  children  entering  kindergarten  in  the  S^USD  were  assessed,  43  percent  fell 
short  of  proficiency  in  one  or  more  areas.  More  than  one-quart!?’ of  thosejpndergarteners 
demonstrated  significant  readiness  needs  across  multiplefarehs. 

A wide  body  of  research  and  experience  confirms  that  access  to  high-quality  child  care  is  the 
primary  driver  of  school  readiness,  and  this  is  whereTfCYF  willconcentrate  its  EGEynvestments 
over  the  next  three  years.  San  Francisco  families  struggle  with' availability  and  affordability  of  child 
care,  and  the  economic  downturn  has  exacerbated  the  problem?  Since  the  last  Children's  Services 
Allocation  Plan  in  2009,  more  San  Francisco  2 \ - 

families  have  needed  assistance  paying  for  childx 
care,  the  baseline  cost  of  child  care  has  grown, "add 
subsidies  (particularly  from  the.Statejpf  •_ 

California)  have  declined.  Meanwhile/there  are  1fi| 
fewer  available  child  care  sjotS  and  providers  face  'tjj 
quality  and  sustainability  hurdles:  the  early 
childhood  workforce  struggles  withjow'y./,?-7-'^^ 
compensation,  higb turnover  and  inconsfstenV’^^ 
quality.  > 

DCYF  designetimur  ECE  strategie|"and  wilhfund 
this  work  in  colligation  with  thirty’s  other 
major  early  childhobdTunders,  Human  Services  Agency  and  First  5.  By  coordinating  our  efforts,  we 
will  ensure  maximumlmpact  towaccfthe  shared  objectives  of  improving  access  and  affordability  for 
families,  while  supportiifg^M  injj^ving  the  quality  and  sustainability  of  the  field. 


.. 

OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 

1 City  College  of  San  Francisco 
1 First  5 San  Francisco 
1 Human  Services  Agency  of  San  Francisco 
1 San  Francisco  Child  Care  Planning  and 
Advisoiy  Council 

1 San  Francisco  Department  of  Public 
Health 

1 San  Francisco  Public  Library 
1 San  Francisco  State  University 
1 San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 


1 Definitions  based  on  those  developed  by  the  1995  National  Education  Goals  Panel. 


Prepared  by  LFA  Group:  Learning  for  Action 
Revised  Draft  | March  2,  2012 


Exhibit  8.  ECE  Strategy  & Allocation  Overview 


STRATEGY 


2013-16 

FY 11-12  BUDGET  ALLOCATION 
($  millions)  ($  millions) 


i.  Ensure  Access  to  High-Quality  Child  Care 


3.770 


3.770  - 3.885 


2.  Support  the  Professionalization  of  San  Francisco’s  Early 
Childhood  Workforce 


6.090 


6.140  -6.275 


3.  Improve  Early  Childhood  Program  Quality 


0.336 


0.340  - 0.345 


4.  Strengthen  Inclusive  Practices  and  Inclusion  System 
Supports  for  Children  with  Special  Needs 


0.749 


0.750  - 0.770 


TOTAL 


$10.9 


$11.0  - $11.3 


_ 

A 


Strategy  1:  Ensure  Access  to  High-Quality  Child  Care 


TARGET;  Low-income  families,  especially  those  with  infants  ahdftoddiers 

- \ f w 

This  strategy  is  designed  to  enable  children. mjow-income  working  families,  homeless  and  formerly 
homeless  children,  foster  children,  childreif^il&tievelopmentaMeJays,  and  those  served  by  child 
welfare  services  or  child  protective  services  fcicxef^early  educatiphund  care  that  prepares  for 
school  success  while  their  families  work  towardself-'sufffciency.  The  edre  of  this  strategy  is  the 
provision  of  subsidies,  an  essential  financial  aid  that  increases  a family’s  economic  independence 
and  improves  the  development  and  welfibeing  of  childrenfin  low-income  families.  Child  care 
subsidies  can  mean  the  diff|r|nce  betvyeen  a parenikeeping  and  losing  a job,  and,  for  those 
emploved,  between  self-sufficiency  and  ppvertv. 


\ within  the  past  six  months.  Support  is  provided  to  transitioning  families,  who: 
V have  not  yet  accessed  child  care;  or  2)  currently  have  a child  in  ACCESS 
^fsfibsidized  care.hut  need  to  change  their  care  arrangement.  Services  assist 
fanyljes  in  obtaining  and  maintaining  child  care,  providing  the  opportunity  for 
thel#familie^m  address  self-sufficiency  barriers  and  seek  permanent 
housing, tiff'--'1 

■ City  Child  Care  Subsidies  provide  vouchers  to  eligible  working  families  that 
have  children  under  the  age  of  three. 

■ San  Francisco  Child  Care  Connection  (SF3C)  is  a web-based  system  offering 
families  a single  application  for  subsidized  care,  and  streamlining  the 
administrative  burden  of  the  enrollment  process  for  providers. 


Allocation:  $3,770  - 3.885  million 
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Strategy  2:  Support  the  Professionalization  of  San  Francisco’s  Early  Childhood 
Workforce 

TARGET:  Citywide  early  childhood  workforce,  with  special  focus  on  teachers  and  teacher  assistants  working  In 
Title  5 programs  that  serve  low-income  children 

Every  day  early  childhood  (ECE)  teachers  and  teacher  assistants  facilitate  and  guide  the  moral, 
social,  and  educational  development  of  young  children.  ECE  teaching  staff  have  a tremendous 
power  to  make  a positive  difference  in  the  lives  of  young  children  in  their  care.  Through  their  work 
in  helping  to  get  children  ready  for  kindergarten,  ECE  teachers  make  an  invaluable  contribution  to 
the  formal  educational  system,  with  future  improvement  of  our  schools  depending  in  part  on  the 
continued  dedication,  skill  and  passion  of  early  childhood  educators.  Improved  compensation,  work 
environments,  and  educational  pathways  are  necessary  to  reduce  turnover,  improve  and  sustain 
program  quality,  and  attract  and  retain  skilled  and  educated  teachers  tofwork  with  young  children. 

jSf 

The  Department  and  its  funding  partners  (HSA  and  First  5)  havedeyeloped  an  ambitious  agenda 
for  supporting  San  Francisco's  early  childhood  workforce  so  that  it  increases  in  quality  and 
becomes  more  sustainable.  Our  investments  will  promote  educational  attainment  to  produce  more- 
highly  skilled  professionals;  support  wages  and  compensation  to  attract  andj-retain  more-highly 
qualified  professionals;  provide  technical  assistance,  trainings,  coaching  and  other  professional 
development  offerings  to  promote  ongoing  improvement;  and  offer  mental  healtticonsultation  for 
providers.  1 % 

' V/" 

Investments:  This  strategy  invests  in  five. Initiatives  that  help  make  San  Francisco's  ECE 
workforce  more  effective  and^sustainable:  ~ s v--. 

• San  Francisco  CARES  (C^prehehsiy%Ajpptoaclie?:to  Raising  Educational 
Standards)  assists  those  onfthe  educa1|ip0al:p.athway  that  need  support  in  their 
studies,  enaPling  them  to  be  transfelr^ready  from  CCSF;  and  facilitates  degree 
attainnTln^brgetJngtransfePlIi^dhts  from  CCSF  and  students  working  full- 
time irilffrtle  5 programs.  111L 

• A workforce  wage/compensation  initiative  designed  to  supplement 
■^aggoBiBen sa t ldni@elfg i b 1 e Wogra m s~to  support  and  help  improve  the  wage  of 

4^S^fCE;t(^chers  andjproviders  based  on  their  level  of  education  and  years  of 
M r experiehde£with  additional  support  for  teachers  of  infants  and  toddlers. 

Targeted  professional  development,  including  training  and  hands-on 
Experiences  tna|facilitate  learning  and  focusing  on  effective  ways  to  interact 
children  (ojlncourage  language,  communication,  and  problem  solving 
skilj|||each  rxf|jpr  research  and  trends  in  the  field  of  early  childhood 
education  ifltfre  specific  area  of  early  literacy  and  language  skills;  and 
promof&lpnal  and  emotional  development.  This  effort  will  focus  on 
communities  where  the  children  have  been  identified  as  being  the  least 
prepared  for  school. 

■ Development  of  professional  organizations  that  can  routinely  create  and  offer 
professional  and  leadership  development  approaches  that  support  the  ECE 
workforce  at-large,  and  which  are  reflective  of  the  linguistic  and  cultural 
diversity  of  the  field. 

■ Mental  health  consultation  to  enhance  the  quality  of  child  care,  including 
center-based  programs,  family  child  care  settings,  programs  housing  homeless 
families  (shelters),  permanent  supportive  housing  facilities,  family  resource 
centers,  and/or  family  child  care  networks,  where  services  are  meant  to 
underscore  the  importance  of  early  intervention  and  enhance  the  child's 
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success.  Services  include  case  consultation,  program  consultation,  training  and 
support  for  staff  and  parents,  referrals  for  specialized  services  (e.g., 
developmental  and  learning  assessments,  occupational  therapy,  help  with 
Individualized  Education  Flans,  psychotherapy),  therapeutic  play  groups, 
direct  psychotherapeutic  intervention  with  children  and  families,  crisis 
intervention,  parent  education  and  support  groups,  and  advocacy  for  families. 

Allocation:  $6,140  - 6.275  million 


Strategy  3:  Improve  Early  Childhood  Program  Quality 

TARGET:  Title  5 programs  that  serve  low-income  children 

Research  has  repeatedly  demonstrated  that  for  children— particularly jffbse  from  low-income 
backgrounds— to  benefit  from  early  childhood  programs,  the  programs  must  he  of  high  quality. 

High  quality  early  learning  programs  are  a proven  approach  thatiprevents  the  achievement  gap 
from  forming  in  the  K-12.  school  years.  High  quality  early  childhood  programs  for  vulnerable 
children  increase  childhood  literacy,  middle  school  academic-achievementlind'high  school 
graduation  rates,  prevent  crime,  reduce  teenage  pregnancy,  and  lower  Specialisation  costs. 

San  Francisco's  Quality  Rating  and  Improvement  Services;fQRIS)Js^'citywide  coordinated  and 
comprehensive  system  to  assess,  support,  incentivize,  and  infprgye  the  quality  of  ECE  programs 
through  technical  assistance  and  coaching,  jffupports  and  build£qn  existing  qualifications  of  the 
early  childhood  workforce  and  offers  oppor©rjiffesrand  resourc^lfthat  improve  pedagogical 
practices  and  classroom  environments.  This  str^tegy^aBoigdevelops" S^Francisco's  QR1S  efforts  so 
they  wiil  align  with  the  state’s  proposed  QR1S  system,  expected- to  comfeo'nline  in  the  future. 

t ' ?js  % vs*'  /S&r 

Investments:  The  Quality  RaTmg*anddmjprovement;Seryices  (QRIS)  process  includes  linking  early 
childhood  program  asse^ients  (l.e.^gnvironmental  Rating  Scale,  Classroom 
Assessment  Sefripg  Syst^J  with  supports  (e.g.,  technical  assistance,  coaching, 

wjth  an  intentional  investment  that 
the  teacher  and  her  or  his  interactions 


with  children. 


^Gcijqcurrently,  welwjll  align Dyifh  the  investments  of  the  Workforce  Development 
strategy  (#2  abovejfjg,  direct  professional  development  resources  where  QRIS 
indic%fe§they  are  nifjst  needed. 

$340,000^3.45,006  ^ 


Strategy  4:  Strengthen  Inclusive  Practices  and  Inclusion  System  Supports  for 
Children  with  Special  Needs 

TARGET:  Title  5 programs  that  serve  low-income  children 


An  estimated  eight  percent  of  children  entering  kindergarten  have  Special  Needs.  There  is  strong 
evidence  that  only  a small  portion  of  the  children  who  need  early  intervention  services  are  actually 
receiving  them. 

Young  children  with  special  needs  and  their  caregivers  face  challenges  in  early  identification, 
accessing  intervention  services,  and  enrolling  in  child  care  services  which  meet  the  unique  and 
dynamic  needs  of  the  child  and  family.  Research  shows  that  inclusion  can  benefit  children  with  and 
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without  disabilities,  particularly  with  respect  to  their  social  development.  Supporting  inclusive 
experiences  and  creating  a system  of  more  inclusive  educational  and  child  care  programs  for 
children  with  and  without  disabilities  and  their  families  will  facilitate  a sense  of  belonging  and 
membership,  positive  social  relationships  and  friendships,  and  support  development  and  learning 
so  every  child  can  reach  their  full  potential. 


The  Department’s  investments  in  this  strategy  are  designed  to  create  inclusion  capacity-building 
resources;  develop  and  test  best-practices  for  special  needs  inclusion;  and  share  and  promote 
learnings  and  best  practices. 


This  strategy  supports  development  of  a system  model  with  a primary  focus  on 
professional  development  through  training,  coaching,  and  consultation,  along  with 
the  creation  and  support  of  a multi-disciplinary  team  to'pfovide  consultation  at 
targeted  sites.  The  system  model  will  also  provide  aufprtim  for  identifying  and 
resolving  systems  issues  impacting  the  delivery  ogsemces  to  young  children  with 


special  needs. 


Subsequently,  we  will  invest  in  two  to  threejearly  childhood 'inclusion 
demonstration  sites  using  a consultatipgfrrfodel,  offering  tools  anihpractical 
strategies  to  support  children  with  spefrakneeds  and/or  at  risk  of  disabilities  in 
their  programs.  Family  engagement  at  each  site  will|be  a top  priorityofthe 
demonstrations  sites,  as  well  as  coordination  with  on-site  mental  health  consultants. 

Finally,  we  will  create  a capaf^feuijding  entity  rtfa|will  make  available  to  a 
targeted  number  of  sites  techmcal  as^sljnee,  consufffggn,  and  coaching  from 
specialists.  This  will  disseminatediest  practi^^for  inclusion  beyond  the 
demonstration  sitgsSftito  family  cfffld  cairdpomeSjedcly  childhood  programs, 
neighborhoodsyln^otheftcommunl^-based  settings’. 

■ 

Allocation:  $750,000  - $7%t000  jH_ 
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Out  of  School  Time  (OST) 

Our  work  with  children  ages  5 to  13  reflects  a commitment  to  the  vision  that  every  San  Francisco 
child  reach  high  school  ready  to  succeed.  A holistic  view  of  child  and  youth  development  points  to  a 
broad  set  of  indicators  of  a young  person's  readiness  to  flourish  in  adolescence  and  during  their 
transition  to  adulthood.  These  include: 


• Cognitive,  social,  physical,  artistic  and  civic  development; 

• Grade-level  proficiency; 

• School  attendance  and  enthusiasm  for  learning;  and 

• Social  and  emotional  health. 


Although  many  San  Francisco  children  are  on  track  to  succeed  as  tho#tflhsition  to  high  school, 
there  are  troubling  disparities.  On  standardized  tests,  Chinese  andjwhlte  public  schocl  students  are 
generally  performing  above  the  district  average,  while  significantjidih|ers  of  African  American, 
Latino,  and  Filipino  students  are  performing  below  it.  Therg_a?eClso  disparities  in  achievement 
based  on  language  fluency.  Truancy,  suspension  and  expulfioh  rates  vary  dramatically  by  school 
and  school  level.  ..flSSP^ 


DCYF's  investments  in  elementary  and  middle 
school-age  children  reflect  a strong  consensus  that 
out-of-school  time  activities  are  essential  fogg^ 
healthy  social  and  emotional  development,  to  . ^j| 
foster  enthusiasm  for  learning  and  to  reducemid  ^ 
eliminate  school  achievement  disparities.  The  of|tr 
of-school  time  (OST)  label  refersjgpgjuch  more  ^ 
than  what  is  traditionally  thpugS§of  dsgk 


OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 

■ Human  Services  Agency  of  San  Francisco 

■ San  Francisco  Afterschool  for  All 
Advisory  Council 

■ San  Francisco  Child  Care  Planning  and 
Advisory  Council 

■ San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks 
Department 

■ San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 


afterschool OST  includes  theTime  before  and 
after  school  hours  during  tnSlcfoool  yeajpchool 
breaks  and  summer  vacation.  P^Yities?m|ltide^ 
programming  that  incorporates a^^^pfcs^-jp^epricBMent,  and  physical  activity  and 
recreation;  has  h£ufsWaG^%e|  nee^^working  pSrJnts;  and  fosters  the  holistic  development  of 
children  and^Sgff.  Summefp^^rams's^plc  meet  the  same  criteria.  Mere  than  3,000  San 
Francisco  children  are  estimated^b-iiave  ntfiaiccess  to  afterschool  programming  and  more  than 
22,000  have  noltgess  to  sunimer  prpg ramming.  Many  programs  have  limited  afterschool  and 
summer  hours,  puttmgmdditional  bupdens  on  working  parents. 


In  addition  to  helping  prepare  children  to  succeed  in  high  school  and  beyond,  OST  programs  benefit 
San  Franciscans  in  multiple^ysls^ 

■ Helping  working  families  by  keeping  children  safe  and  engaged  in  structured  activities  while 
parents  work; 


« Promoting  learning  and  skill-building  in  an  environment  that  allows  for  more  flexibility  and 
individualized  adult  guidance  than  a child  may  experience  during  the  school  day; 

■ Exposing  children  to  arts,  cultural,  recreation,  and  other  types  of  programming  that  they  may  not 
otherwise  experience; 

■ Providing  cost-effective  ways  to  foster  the  healthy  development  of  children,  including  access  to 
physical  activities  and  nutritious  food;  and 

■ Engaging  family  members  in  their  child's  learning,  development,  and  connection  to  school. 
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The  Department  is  committed  to  expanding  access  to  high-quality  out-of-school  time 
programming  that  meets  the  needs  of  youth  and  working  parents.  Our  strategies  are  designed 
to  address  availability,  affordability  and  quality.  We  are  particularly  focused  on  promoting  a 
comprehensive  approach  that  integrates  intentional  learning,  enrichment,  and  physical  activity  & 
recreation,  and  developing  more  integration  between  school  and  out-of-school  time  activities. 


In  its  next  funding  cycle,  DCYF  will  refine  its  existing  out-of-school  time  investments  to  meet  youth, 
family  and  community  needs.  Given  the  critical  need  to  support  working  families  and  the  evidence- 
based  benefits  of  comprehensive  afterschool  programs  that  integrate  intentional  learning, 
enrichment,  and  physical  activity,  DCYF  will  shift  resources  to  enhance  access  to  comprehensive 
afterschool  programming.  DCYF  plans  to  explore  child  and  family  preferences  for  the  location  of 
comprehensive  afterschool  programming  so  that  our  investments  can  best  meet  youth  and  family 
needs.  Additionally,  in  response  to  needs  identified  through  the  Comniunity  Needs  Assessment, 
DCYF  plans  to  partner  with  SFUSD  to  leverage  state  and  federal  resp'tnjces  for  summer  programs  to 
increase  access  to  comprehensive  summer  programming. 

. 7 
---- 

Exhibit  9.  OST  Strategy  & AlUmjj^qn  Overview  ^ 

2013-16 

FY  11-12  BUDGET  ALLOCATION 
STRATEGY  ($  millions)  ($  millions) 


1.  Ensure  Access  to  Comprehensive  Before-  and  Afterschool 
Programs 

2.  Ensure  Access  to  Comprehensive  Summer  and  School 
Break  Programming 

3.  Ensure  Access  to  Specialized  Activities 


8.652  9.300  - 9.600 

2.794  2.700  - 4.050 

2.166  1.000  - 2.000 


4.  Develop  and  Institutionalize  Core  Academic  Capacities  at 
Comprehensive  K-8  Afterschool  and  Summer  Programs  (SF 
TEAM) 

5.  Build  Programmatic  Capacity  and  Improve  Service  Quality 


0.485  - 0.660 


0.275  - 0.375 


Strategy  1:  Ensure  Access  to  Comprehensive  Before-  and  Afterschool  Programs 

TARGET:  Low-Income  K-8  yoUtpb. 

Research  demonstrates  that  h"ign  quality  out-of-school  time  programs  benefit  youth  participants, 
their  families  and  communities.  Before-  and  afterschool  programs  provide  safe,  structured  places 
for  children  while  their  parents  work;  learning  opportunities  that  complement  and  reinforce  the 
lessons  of  the  school  day;  youth  development  supports  and  opportunities  to  assist  youth  in 
becoming  healthy,  successful  adults;  enrichment  opportunities  designed  to  help  youth  explore  the 
world  around  them;  and  physical  fitness  and  recreational  activities  to  keep  youth  healthy. 


Several  funding  streams  in  this  strategy  leverage  state  and  federal  grants  that  SFUSD  receives  and 
subcontracts  to  community-based  organizations  to  operate  school-based  programs  known  as 
Expanded  Collaboratives  for  Excellence  in  Learning  (ExCELJ.  These  programs  are  overseen  by  the 
school  principal  and  offer  academic  support,  enrichment,  and  recreation  activities.  These  grants 
require  matching  resources,  and  typically  cover  only  46  percent  of  the  true  cost  of  providing 
services.  DCYF's  matching  grants  will  ensure  that  providers  have  additional  resources  to  operate 
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quality  programs.  In  addition,  our  grants  will  also  provide  funding  to  serve  students  on  wait  lists  for 
ExCEL  programs,  where  feasible.  This  wait  list  funding  will  capitalize  on  the  economies  of  scale  of 
existing  ExCEL  afterschool  programs  and  meet  parent  preferences  for  school-based  afterschool 
programs. 


Other  Funding  streams  in  this  strategy  will  enhance  the  affordability  of  non-ExCEL  school-based 
aftei  school  programs  that  rely  on  fees  to  support  the  program.  DCYF  will  fund  scholarships  for 
families  in  need  whose  school-based  afterschcol  options  are  otherwise  unattainable.  In  addition, 
another  funding  stream  will  provide  support  for  community-based  afterschool  programs  which 
take  place  at  non-school  locations  such  as  community  centers,  affordable  housing  sites,  etc. 


tcjiolarships 


Investments:  This  strategy  will  allocate  resources  through  four  aligned  funding  streams: 

■ K-S  and  K-8  School-Based  Afterschool  Programs,  ExCEL  Match 

■ Middle  School  School-Based  Afterschool  Programs,  ExCEL  Match 

■ K-8  School-Based  Before-  and  AfterschooLPrograrr 

“ K-8  Community-Based  Afterschool  Programs 

Comprehensive  OST  programs  offer  participants  an  array  of  activities  that,  at  a 
minimum,  include  academic  support,  enri^tjjent,,iaM^ctive  recreailbn/physical 
fitness  activities.  Academic  support  includesi|lpitifdiy6rk  help,  tutoring,  academic 
mentoring,  language  arts,  anS  riath  and  sciencejacLivities.  Enrichment  includes  fine 
arts,  cultural,  career  exposureyseiyiceTlearning,  community  service,  health-related, 
character  education,  life  skills) f%de1fsm|^ppokinga1\d^o_ther  activities.  Active 
recreation  activities  include  physical  fitnes$^ctiyities,rti|ihi  sports,  and  organized 
group  games.  c A S - , 

Allocation:  $9.3  - 9.6  million  Hi  A '< 

m,  JB  m 

% 

Strategy  2:  EnsurevAceess  to  Comprehensive  Summer  and  School  BreaK 
Programming'  > 

TARGET:  Low-itfpofte  K-8  youth,  especially  thdgeitransitioningto  middle  school 

%,  "'ll  > 

High  quality  surrimeuand  school  break  programs  benefit  youth  participants,  their  families  and 
communities.  Research^emonstra^sthe  value  of  high-quality  summer  and  school  break 
programming  to  prevln|lgarning  ljp  keep  children  healthy  and  active,  and  help  working  families 
by  providing  structured,  e^|gging^fivities  for  children  while  parents  are  at  work. 


One  funding  stream  in  this  strategy  aims  to  leverage  state  and  federal  grants  that  SFUSD  receives 
and  subcontracts  to  community-based  organizations  to  operate  ExCEL  school-based  summer  and 
school  break  programming.  These  grants  require  matching  resources  and  typically  cover  only  one- 
third  of  the  true  cost  of  providing  services  for  K-5  students  and  19  percent  of  the  cost  for  middle 
school  students.  DCYF’s  matching  grants  will  ensure  that  providers  have  additional  resources  to 
operate  quality  programs.  In  addition,  DCYF  grants  will  allow  providers  to  serve  more  students 
than  the  state  and  federal  grants  cover,  where  feasible.  This  additional  funding  will  capitalize  on  the 
economies  of  scale  of  existing  ExCEL  summer  programs. 


A complementary  investment  will  fund  non-ExCEL  summer  and  school  break  programs  that  offer  a 
comprehensive  array  of  activities  including  academic  support,  enrichment,  and  recreation.  These 
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summer  programs  could  be  at  school  sites  or  community-based  sites.  Extracurricular  activities, 
lessons,  tutoring,  sports  leagues,  clubs,  and  short-term  camps  will  not  be  funded  by  this  strategy. 

Investments:  This  strategy  will  allocate  resources  through  two  aligned  funding  streams: 

■ K-8  Summer  and  School  Break  Programming  ExCEL  Match 

■ K-8  Summer  and  School  Break  Programming 

Comprehensive  summer  and  school  break  programs  offer  participants  an  array  of 
activities  similar  to  those  listed  under  Strategy  1 above. 


Allocation:  $2.70  - 4.05  million 


Strategy  3:  Ensure  Access  to  Specialized  Activities 

TARGET:  Low-income,  English  Learner  and  academically  struggling  K^ppifth 

This  strategy  aims  to  ensure  that  youth  from  low-incomeTalrnilies  attending  comprehensive 
afterschool  and  summer  programs  have  access  to  highrquality,  specialized  programming  that  their 
existing  programs  are  not  able  to  offer.  Unlike  comprehensive  afterschool  programs; that  offer  a 
mixture  of  academic  support,  enrichment  and  recreatioH^tivities^ecialized  programming 
provides  youth  with  a more  focused,  sustained,  and  intensTvf|&$||pience  aimed  to  develop  a 
discrete  set  of  skills  or  competencies.  These|f|rnpetencies  include^ technological  fluency,  aesthetic 
sensibility,  artistic  talents,  multilingual/mul^jSl^l^skills,  creatiye/Jcritical/  innovative  thinking 
and  problem-solving  skills,  physical  fitness,  e'nvy'ohrhehtal,  civic,  antisocial  responsibility,  financial 
literacy,  leadership  capabilities,  strength  of  character,  of  teajiipiwork  slills> 


- N - 

One  funding  stream  in  this  strategy  willfund  s p e ci al  i zeU  pr  o g r a hi  m m g delivered  on  the  campus  of 
comprehensive  afterschool^^ummerippgrams,  osqdesigned  to  have  groups  of  participants  from 
comprehensive  afterschool  o^sgmmer  programs  visitithp  specialized  program  at  an  accessible 
location  for  the  sequence  of  program ming;  The  other  funding  stream  in  this  strategy  will  targeted  to 
programs  that  serve&VbUth.who  dS^oilftendlcol^rel^ehsive  afterschool  or  summer  programs,  are 
living  in  povei  ty^orwho  haVtrspecial  Kegds.  Thesepfdviders  will  focus  on  specialized 
programmingpiftht  enhances  btfufcationalfaltainment  or  success  in  school. 

Specialized  programs  offer  a subset  of  afterschool  participants  a sequence  of  activities  designed  to 
develop  a discrete  sellfrf  skills  or  competencies.  Specialized  programs  employ  experiential  learning 
and  multiple  modes  oTiparning  strategies,  build  meaningful  relationships  with  adults  who  have 
specific  expertise  and  paslltm,  andsin^olve  participants  in  a culminating  activity  or  event. 

Investments:  This  strategy  will  allocate  resources  through  two  aligned  funding  streams: 

■ K-8  Specialized  For  Comprehensive  Afterschool  and  Summer  Programs 

■ K-8  Specialized  Extracurricular  Activities  (Year  Round) 


/■  ‘ 


Allocation:  $1.0  - 2.0  million 
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Strategy  4:  Develop  and  Institutionalize  Core  Academic  Capacities  at 
Comprehensive  K-8  Afterschool  and  Summer  Programs  (SF  TEAM) 

TARGET:  Providers  serving  English  Learner  and  academically  struggling  K-8  youth 

Science  and  language  arts  education  are  essential  for  academic  and  life  success.  A child's  literacy 
skills  are  critical  to  their  ability  to  communicate  and  are  important  to  their  success  in  school,  future 
career  And  life.  Institutions  across  the  country  are  focused  on  increasing  the  science,  technology, 
engine  ering  and  math  (STEM)  related  skills  and  content  of  today’s  students  so  that  they  are 
prepared  to  participate  in  the  future  workforce,  which  will  likely  be  composed  of  more  knowledge- 
based  fields  within  STEM  industries. 


This  strategy  uses  the  existing  SF  TEAM  framework  to  help  afterschool  and  summer  programs 
integrate  and  institutionalize  literacy,  science,  technology,  engineerinj^m;math  activities  into  their 
permanent  offerings.  ^jf§pJ' 

4._ 

Investments:  SF  TEAM  grants  can  be  used  for  expensesTelated  to  integrating  and 

institutionalizing  literacy  and  STEM  into:afferschool  program  Activities,  program 
design,  and  staff  capacity.  This  includeMinds  to  support  joint  planning  on  how  to 
integrate  relevant  academic  activities  intoThe.  progrzph;  support  trailing  or 
professional  development  opportunities  related  to,the  academic  subject(s); 
purchase  resources  such  astjpgfUlffi.  curriculumllllerial.  and  other  supplies  related 
to  the  academic  subject(s);  coordllatpr  or  coach,  or  to  support  a 


portion  of  an  existing  staff  person’s  time  ^coordinate .-and  assure  that  the  academic 

* * ' ' **  's^l 


$485,000  - $660,000 

V 1 


Strategy  5:  Build  Progmmmatic  Capatit^aird  Irhprove  Service  Quality 

TARGET:  Providers,sePng  i<^|gyth  (DCS'ji^antees);  ou^fl’School  time  program  stakeholders,  Including 
funders,  providers/partners  and’ifarnjjies  using^ervices 

The  DepartmentT^committed  tovfos|ering  h’fgh  quality  services  that  promote  desired  outcomes  for 
program  partici pa  n ts,,  Ca  p a ci ty  building  services  will  promote  and  embed  the  knowledge, 
experience  and  tooi§^|^loped  by  JpYF  and  the  Afterschool  for  All  effort. 

In  addition  to  capacity  building  IbpYproviders,  this  strategy  provides  core  support  for  the 
infrastructure  of  the  Afterschwjpor  All  (AFA)  Advisory  Council,  including  administrative  staffing, 
outreach,  annua!  publications, land  other  projects  to  advance  its  citywide  goals.  The  AFA  Advisory 
Council  is  composed  of  representatives  of  the  school  district,  city  departments,  community-based 
organizations,  funders,  higher  education,  trainers,  youth  and  parents,  and  works  to  increase  the 
access  to  and  quality  of  afterschool  programs  for  all  elementary  and  middle  school  youth. 


Investments:  A variety  of  capacity  building  opportunities  will  be  offered  to  meet  the  continuum  of 
needs  of  DCYF’s  OST  grantees.  The  services  will  be  informed  by  DCYF’s  and  AFA’s 
evolving  understanding  of  needs  and  challenges  in  the  local  out-of-school  time  field, 
as  well  as  the  dynamic  nature  of  the  out-of-school  time  landscape.  Some  of  the 
anticipated  capacity  building  opportunities  that  will  be  offered  include  cohort-based 
sequences  of  training,  coaching  and  peer  networking  activities  based  on  program 
staff  level  and/or  experience  level  or  content  area;  one-on-one  and  small  group 
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coaching  for  targeted  OST  programs;  awareness  building,  group  training,  short-term 
program  consultation  and  tool  development  focused  on  inclusionary,  mental  health 
consultation,  behavior  management,  and  conflict  resolution  best  practices;  and 
coordination  of  citywide  training  conferences  for  afterschool  and  summer  directors 
and  line  staff. 


This  strategy  also  will  support  the  Afterschool  for  All  (AFA)  effort  through  activities 
that  include  regular  public  meetings  of  the  Advisory  Council;  voluntary  work  groups 
that  craft  recommendations  and  promote  the  AFA’s  work;  and  a variety  of 
engagement  efforts  that  target  policymakers,  parents,  providers  and  other 
stakeholders. 


Allocation:  $275,000  - $375,000 
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Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment  & Development 
(Y-LEaD) 

Youth  ages  13  to  25  go  through  the  final  stages  of  development  and  transition  into  adulthood. 
Building  on  the  foundation  for  success  developed  during  early  childhood  and  the  elementary  and 
middle  school  years,  our  investments  in  teens  ana  slightly  older,  disconnected  transitional  age 
youth  are  meant  to  advance  a vision  where  all  San  Francisco  young  adults  are  able  to  reach 
educational,  career  and  personal  life  goals.  The  cornerstones  of  successful  transition  to  adulthood 
include; 

■ Educational  attainment — young  adults  are  pursuing  post-secondary  degrees  or  credentials; 

■ Skill  development — young  adults  have  buHjfc  skills  and  are  preparedjfoffoin  the  workforce;  and 

* Wellness — young  adults  are  making  healthy  choices  and  strengthening  coping  skills  in  order  to 
face  the  stresses  of  day-to-day  life;  are  able  to  nurture  sociaLand  Intimate  relationships;  and  are 
making  meaningful  contributions  to  the  community.  * 

" = p 

Most  San  Francisco  youth  are  developmentally  on  traclf|yet  there  are  groups  that  face  major 
obstacles.  The  drop-out  rate  is  too  high,  especially  for?|||jcan  American,  Latino7&|§TVd  Pacific 
Islander  youth.  By  high  school,  two-thirds  of  San  ^ ^ 

Francisco’s  English  Learners  are  falling  behind  OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 
academically.  Depression  affects  many:  12%^f  all  ■ Human  Services  Agency  of  San  Francisco 

SFUSD  high  school  students  report  considering  ' _ . San  Francisco  Office  of  Economic  and 
suicide,  and  among  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  Workforce  Development 

transgender  and  queer  (LGBTQ)  youth,  the  rate  ik  . San  Francisco  Department  of  Public 
more  than  three  times  higher.  Health 

\_j?  ■ San  Francisco  Juvenile  Probation 
DCYF's  investments  renecfa^vide  base’bf^  sa  Department 

evidence  and  experience  pointing , to  soidtipnr;  that  ’ . San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks 
help  youth  stay  or  get  back  on  track  fonsuccessin  Department 

high  school  and  beyond;  teens  neeUoppdrtunities  . San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 

to  develop  skills^and  conneefglassi  oom  leai  n.ng  ■ san  Francisco  Workforce  Investment 

with  real-wo>j;g|experiences,'^ttd-jhey  needsocial  Board  Youth  Council 
and  emotionllS^pports  for  navigating 
adolescence.  As  u||ither  service  afe|k  the  hurdles 

Y-LEaD  is  workingtqfoyercome  include  availability,  access  and  quality.  Currently,  nearly  one-third 
of  SFUSD  high  schoof  students  are  uq|participating  in  out-of-school  activities;  during  the  summer, 
the  figure  is  ever,  highei^ffifeiy  e is^gjio  a large  unmet  need  for  youth  workforce  development  and 
training  opportunities  that%m|dMkflls  geared  toward  post-high  school  employment  and  help  youth 
develop  their  post-secondary"pfi£hs.  School-based  wellness  services,  which  have  been  shown  to 
improve  physical  and  mental  health  outcomes  as  well  as  academic  achievement,  are  still  not 
available  for  and  accessed  by  all  SFUSD  adolescents  who  need  them. 

The  Department’s  investments  focus  on  expanding  access  to  sequential,  skill-building  out-of-school 
time  programming  with  intentional  learning  objectives;  on  creating  workforce  opportunities  and 
relevant  work-based  learning  that  fosters  educational  attainment  and  builds  transferable  skills;  and 
on  expanding  access  to  coordinated,  early  intervention  health,  mental  health,  substance  abuse  and 
other  support  services  at  school  sites.  All  of  our  strategies  are  designed  to  build  the  knowledge, 
competencies  and  confidence  young  people  need  to  participate  successfully  in  21st  century 
economic,  political,  intellectual  and  cultural  life. 
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Based  on  the  past  two  years  of  experience,  DCYF  will  refine  existing  approaches  and  invest  in  new 
strategies.  Given  the  critical  need  to  ensure  successful  transition  into  high  school,  DCYF  will  work 
with  the  SFUSD  to  provide  summer  programming  for  struggling  students  who  are  entering  their  9th 
and  10th  grades  to  foster  academic  readiness  and  success.  Additionally,  in  response  to  needs 
identified  through  the  Community  Needs  Assessment  and  YouthVote,  some  resources  will  be 
shifted  to  provide  more  work  readiness  skill  development  for  teens.  This  strategy  will  also  be 
enhanced  to  provide  career  exploration  activities  for  youth  and  increase  young  people's  awareness 
of  and  access  to  available  youth  work  workforce  programs  through  a centralized,  web-based  portal. 


Exhibit  10.  Y-LEaD  Strategy  & Allocation  Overview 


FY  11-12  BUDGET 


2013-16 

ALLOCATION 


Out-of-School  Time 


3.404 

0.150 


2.625  - 4.010 

0.250  - 0.500 
9.500  - 11.000 

1.300  - 1.500 
3.650  - 4.000 
0.100  - 0.20C 


Strategy  1:  Ensure  Access  to  Specialized  Out-of-School  Time  Programming  for  Teens 

TARGET:  YouthTges^3-17  and/or  ertjjjed  in  grlges  9-12 

Adolescence  is  a cr®^ stage  of  development,  when  young  people  gain  the  skills  and  leadership 
necessary  to  navigat^nCtransitiorlfhto  independent  adulthood.  Older  youth  develop  more 
selective  interests  and  t¥sf|s^m^|punger  youth  and  have  more  autonomy  in  their  decisions  about 
their  time  out  of  school.  THesginEer’ests  are  often  geared  towards  learning  about  specific  topics  and 
gaining  experiences  that  can  connect  to  post-secondary  aspirations. 

Specialized  out-of-school  time  programming  can  help  prepare  older  youth  for  a variety  of  new  roles 
that  they  will  assume  as  they  enter  college  and  the  workforce.  These  programs  must  provide 
meaningful  opportunities  to  engage  in  skill-building  activities  geared  toward  college  and  post-high 
school  employment  opportunities.  This  strategy  expands  access  to  specialized  programs  designed 


■ Increase  leadership  and  skill  development  of  teens; 

■ Increase  access  and  retention  of  teens  in  out-of-school  time  programming; 

■ Promote  the  growth  and  development  of  teens  to  make  positive  choices  for 
their  future; 
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Prevent  at-risk  and  highly  at-risk  teens  from  getting  involved  with  the  juvenile 
and  criminal  justice  system. 


Investments:  This  strategy  funds  specialized  programming  that  falls  within  a single  one  of  the 


following  themes/topics:  Academic  Competency,  Culture  and  Identity,  Social  justice 
and  Social  Responsibility,  Creative  and  Performing  Arts,  Business  and 
Entrepreneurship. 

Specialized  programming  consists  of  engaging,  structured  activities  that  offer  youth 
tangible  benefits  that  promote  their  success  in  high  school,  college,  the  labor  market 
and  life.  Program  approaches  should  be  primarily  delivered  in  group  settings  with  a 
consistent  core  group  of  teens,  utilizing  curricula  delivered  by  instructors  who  have 
expertise  in  specialization  topics.  Programming  should  teach  and  reinforce  critical 
thinking,  problem-solving,  and  other  soft  skills;  shorefflp’weak  academic  skills  and 
raise  student  aspirations;  foster  student  confidence, ,a  sense  of  self-efficacy,  and  a 
culture  of  learning;  and  offer  supports  to  address  personahand  social  issues 
commonly  faced  by  teenagers.  „ ■*,  ' i ^ 

j-  ' ~-sL\ 

Funded  programs  will  provide  both  school-year  and  summer  programming,  with 
particular  emphasis  on  increasing  programming  available  duringWmmer. 
Additionally,  programs  will  be  funded  to  provide  culpirally-competen^ 
programming  to  work  specifigaily  with  Englii^lpfners  and  LGBTQ  youth.  These 
programs  will  coordinate  with  school  sites  antHhe  SFUSD  to  identify  and  engage 

5teem  among 


This  strategy  supports  incoming  9th  gfyidexsludents  and  continuing  10th  grade  students  who  are 


according  to  analystipfySFUSD’s  ne||j|arly  Warning  Indicators.  In  addition,  almost  600  9!h  graders 
had  failed  an  English  clas^and  abmitifUo  had  failed  a math  class.  Research  indicates  that  students 
who  fail  courses  in  9th  grade^and  miss  school  days  are  most  at  risk  of  dropping  out  of  high  school. 
Given  these  data,  SFUSD  and'DGYF  have  both  expressed  an  interest  in  focusing  on  summer 
transition  and  academic  support  programs  for  this  population.  Since  state  funding  for  SFUSD 
summer  school  has  been  cut  dramatically  in  recent  years,  DCYF  is  working  to  address  this  need  as 
resources  allow. 

We  will  leverage  SFUSD  summer  school  resources  and  the  federal  21st  Century  Community 
Learning  Center  ASSETS  grants  that  SFUSD  receives  to  operate  ExCEL  programs  during  the  school 
year  and  summer.  This  DCYF  funding  strategy  will  match  ExCEL  grants  to  ensure  that  incoming  9th 
and  10th  graders  who  are  struggling  academically  have  access  to  a summer  transitions  program  and 
support  throughout  their  first  year  of  high  school. 

Investments:  The  summer  transition  program  will  include  academic  courses  and  an  orientation  to 


high  school  led  by  SFUSD  staff,  complemented  by  workshops,  coaching,  and 
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activities  led  by  CBOs  that  are  focused  on  enhancing  study  skills,  time  management, 
self-advocacy  and  other  skills  to  foster  school  success.  The  program  will  build  peer 
cohorts  among  participants.  For  the  incoming  9,h  graders,  CBOs  also  will  provide 
support  throughout  the  students'  first  year  in  high  school. 

Allocation:  $250,000  - $500,000 


Strategy  3:  Support  Development  of  Work  Readiness  and  21st  Century  Skills,  Career 
Awareness  and  School  Success 

TARGET:  9th  - 12th  grade  youth,  especially  those  at  risk 

For  young  people  to  thrive  as  adults,  they  need  a strong  academic  foundation  and  the  ability  to  be 
successful  in  a career.  Work  readiness  and  career  preparation  are  cultivated  from  an  early  age,  with 
a range  of  experiences  in  the  home,  classroom,  community,  and  on  the  job.  High  quality  workforce 
development  opportunities  help  equip  youth  with  the  skills,  kijoyvledge  and  abilities  to  prepare 
them  for  a successful  transition  into  adulthood;  emphasizesdJle  importance  ^educational 
attainment;  and  support  them  in  exploring  career  optionJlHigh  quality  youth  workforce 
development  efforts  also  help  ensure  employers  havejaiYeady  supply  of  local  talent  to 

inHnctru  rlpmanrlv;  nnd  thp  Hlv  prnnnrrw  iilHmafpIv  Vipnpfil*;  frnni  amuifli  nf  irir'n 


meet 
ies  and 


industry  demands,  and  the  city  economy  ultimately  berteOts  from  growth  of  jobs,  ihgpm( 
businesses.  ,/|§§r 

This  strategy’s  investments  build  what  the  SELfSD-’s  strategic  plairj^Beyond  The  Talk")  describes  as 
21st  century  skills:  academic  competence;  tech^oid|rea|  fluency;  cr||itive/critical/innovative 
thinking,  reasoning  and  solution  seeking;  high-level  multi-modal  communication  skills; 
environmental,  civic,  and  social  responsibility;  length  oMmCPcter;  high-level 
multilingual/multicultural  skills;MeSthetic  sensibility;  ariidfconaBwative/team  orientations. 

' 'v‘l\ 

Investments:  This  strategical  allocate;|esources  through  six  aligned  initiatives  which 

collectively  adVaucje  the.Department’s’pBjective  to  support  youth  work  readiness, 
21st  century  skilistdeveibpmhh^car e e r awareness  and  school  success: 

€jproutnlWorkfot^llwii ich  incluaejsY’outh  Works,  the  Mayor’s  Youth 

Employl8^it^&  Eduction  Program  (MYEEP)  and  other  workforce  initiatives 
[targeting^^^l 2th fpljte. youth,  especially  those  at  risk); 

^gareer  explon||on  opportunities  (targeting  youth  ages  14  to  17); 

■ Work-based  learning  at  alternative  high  schools  (targeting  SFUSD  students  at 
alternative  oglourt  schools  who  are  under-credit  or  at  risk  of  dropping  out); 

:h  vl|®fifrce  for  justice  system-involved  youth  (targeting  youth  ages  1 


■ Youtl 
21  years 


orkft 

Taf 


for  justice  system-involved  youth  (targeting  youth  ages  14  to 
age  who  are  engaged  or  were  engaged  with  the  justice  system); 


■ A coordinated  effort  to  build  employer  demand  and  manage  work-based 
learning  opportunities  (targeting  all  youth  served  by  San  Francisco  workforce 
programs);  and 

■ Development  of  a centralized,  universal  application  process  to  increase  youth 
access  to  workforce  programs  (also  targeting  all  youth  served  by  San 
Francisco  workforce  programs) 

Funded  workforce  programs  will  be  required  to  provide  a range  of  activities  such  as 
assessment;  job  readiness  training;  links  for  educational  support  and  school 
relevance;  career  exploration  and  work-based  learning;  and  transition  planning  to 
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help  youth  develop  an  education;  and  career  plan.  Programs  that  target  justice 
system-involved  youth  will  additionally  provide  coordination  with  participants’  case 
managers  and  probation  officers. 

Allocation:  $9.5  - 11.0  million 


Strategy  4:  Deepen  Youth  Empowerment  and  Community  Engagement 

TARGET:  Youth  ages  13-17;  SFUSD  middle  and  high  school  students 


DCYF  is  required  to  use  a minimum  of  three  percent  of  the  Children's  Fund  for  youth-initiated 
projects,  which  effectively  established  what  is  now  known  as  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  (YEF). 
Through  the  YEF,  DCYF  brings  youth  leadership  and  voice  in  communi|j§£Jiange  to  the  core  of  its 
funding  strategies.  By  funding  youth  empowerment  programs  that  gi$|:youth  authentic  power,  the 
YEF  challenges  traditional  youth  development  organizations  and  programs  that  see  youth  simply  as 
receivers  of  services  with  limited  voice,  input,  and  power  in  thdd'ecisiori\maldng  process. 

The  YEF  sees  youth  as  central  players  in  decision-makingfp|fering  youth  respdqt,  leadership 
development  opportunities,  and  real  information  aboutthe  way  the  world  works..  From  a youth 
development  perspective  and  compared  to  traditionaltyputh  development  programs,  youth 
empowerment  programs  can  develop  stronger  youth-acJuT|irelatioh;§|fips,  produce  greater 
leadership  opportunities  for  youth,  and  are  as  effective  in  8%]jim|prsense  of  safety  and  in 
developing  skills  to  be  connected  and  engaged  citizens.  ik 

- ' ■ ‘ ..  ■' 

The  Department's  Youth  Empowerment  Fund.work  is  further  enhance'd^by  an  additional 
investment  in  YouthVote,  which  is  designed  to  pro^mote  youlibparticipation  in  civic  issues. 

Investments:  The  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  supports  two  related  approaches: 

■ You th""pf fl§nthrop^  an  initiafiykto  develop  youth  knowledge  of  and 


participjtijhdn  the^rnryd  pract1<||pf  philanthropy,  specifically  grant-making. 


i H 


,.;»sYoutTi  organizingps  a youth  development  and  social  justice  strategy  that  trains 
young  people  in  conimunty  organizing  and  advocacy,  and  assists  them  in 


nlthim  unity  organizing  and  advocacy,  j 
r power  relati 

institutionll^ange  m|their  communities. 


young  people  ...  .. 

employmg£]|ese  skills-to  alter  power  relations  and  create  meaningful 


Complementing  the&duth  Empowerment  Fund  investments,  YouthVote  is  a civic 
engagllffent  initiatiyejthat  strives  to  make  elections  and  governance  relevant  and 
accountaldleltp  yo.^g'people.  The  program  includes  a student  survey  aimed  at 
guiding  poli^fllgpmis;  a mock  election,  including  a ballot  and  voter  handbook, 
meant  to  familiarize  students  with  the  voting  process  while  allowing  them  to 
express  their  electoral  preferences  in  primary  and  general  elections;  and  student 
delegate  elections — a city-wide  election  where  one  student  is  elected  by  their  peers 
to  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Education. 


$1.3  - 1.5  million 


Strategy  5:  Ensure  Access  to  School-Based  Wellness  Services 

TARGET:  SFUSD  high  school  students 

Adolescence  is  a critical  stage  of  development  when  youth  are  particularly  prone  to  risk-taking  and 
experimentation.  During  this  time  of  major  transition,  youth  develop  many  of  the  health  behaviors 
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and  lifestyles  that  can  substantially  influence  their  future  health  and  well-being.  Mental  health 
issues  often  emerge  in  adolescence,  and  early  identification  and  intervention  to  address  these 
issues  can  significantly  improve  outcomes  for  youth.  The  high  school  years  are  a critical  time  both 
to  promote  healthy  decision-making  and  to  intervene  when  necessary  to  support  changes  in 
behavior  that  can  positively  impact  students’  future  health  status  and  educational  success. 

By  providing  services  where  youth  spend  most  of  their  time,  school-based  health  centers  like  the 
Wellness  Centers  increase  adolescents’  access  to  health  services,  improve  their  health  outcomes, 
and  over  time,  improve  their  academic  achievement. 


The  Wellness  Initiative  is  a collaborative  effort  of  DCYF,  DPH  and  SFUSD  with  a 
mission  of  improving  the  health,  well-being  and  educational  outcomes  of  San 
Francisco’s  high  school  students.  With  more  than  ten  years  of  success  and  more  than 
7,000  students  served  annually,  the  Wellness  Centers'are  a critical  source  of  support 
for  San  Francisco's  high  school  students.  T h r o u g h. o n- c a m p u s programming  and 
community-based  partnerships,  the  Wellness  Centers  provide  students  with 
physical,  behavioral  and  reproductive  health  services  on^sltejt  schools  as  well  as 
linkages  to  health  resources  and  servicjygptHe  community. 

Specific  services  provided  include  grouped  individual  behavioimhealth 
counseling,  group  and  individual  generally nselingj]^on-clinical)/p^^ical  and 
reproductive  health  assessments  and  counseling, fteufth  education,  youth 
leadership,  and  case  management  services  for  physical,  reproductive  and  behavioral 
health. 

$3.65  - 4.00  million 


• ••  • . 

.sagas-  ^3, 

Strategy  6:  Build  Specialized  ProgrammatiCcGapacity  and  Improve  Service  Quality 

TARGET:  Providers  serving  youS^D%25  (DCYjgprantees) 


Allocation: 


The  Department  is  committed  t6^|^rmg%igff^ahty^^vices  that  promote  desired  outcomes  for 
program  particiRaWslSilpci|y  buildijff^servicef^ill|^romote  and  embed  the  knowledge, 
experience  ar^^ls  develop|%rhy  DCYEgQEWD,  SFUSD,  City  College  and  the  Youth  Council. 

V 

Investments:  lUggriety  of  capaci^buildin^^jportunities  will  be  offered  to  meet  the  continuum  of 
nehds  of  DCYF’s  Y-GfifD  grantees.  The  services  will  be  informed  by  our  evolving 
underspending  of  nefBs  and  challenges  in  the  local  teen  and  youth  workforce 
developrmyjt  fieldyfspvell  as  the  dynamic  needs  of  local  providers.  Some  of  the 
anticipatea^'raRac^Suilding  opportunities  that  will  be  offered  include: 

■ Cohort-hased  sequences  of  training,  coaching  and  peer  networking  activities 
based  on  program  staff  level  and/or  experience  level  or  content  area; 

■ One-on-one  and  small  group  coaching  for  targeted  Y-LEaD  programs; 


Awareness  building,  group  training,  short-term  program  consultation  and  tool 
development  focused  on  inclusionary,  mental  health  consultation,  behavior 
management,  and  conflict  resolution  best  practices;  and 

Coordination  of  citywide  training  conferences  for  afterschool  and  summer 
directors  and  line  staff. 


Allocation:  $100,000  - $200,000 
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SUPPORTING  INVESTMENTS 


School  -eadiness  and  success  are  possible  only  when  children  and  youth  grow  up  in  safe,  healthy, 
nurturing  environments.  DCYF  bolsters  its  core  investments  in  early  childhood,  elementary,  middle 
and  high  school  youth  programming  through  a comprehensive  set  of  supporting  strategies 
designed  to  ensure  every  San  Francisco  child  and  youth  thrives  with: 

* Engaged,  loving  adult  figures; 

■ Basic  food,  shelter  and  healthcare  needs  met; 


■ Freedom  from  at-home  violence  and  trauma:  and 

■ Safe  neighborhoods  and  schools. 

Safe,  healthy  and  nurturing  environments  are  essential  precondttiphsfor  early  child  development, 
and  for  continued  development  of  school-age  youth  through  tlj^lransitipp  into  adulthood.  DCYF’s 
supporting  investments  fall  into  three  broad  categories:  Family  Support,  Health  and  Nutrition,  and 
Violence  Prevention  and  Intervention.  St  V 

Exhibit  11.  Supporting  Investment  Strategy  & Allocation  Overview  ^ . 


2013-16 

FY  11-12  BUDGET  ALLOCATION 
($  millions)  ($  millions) 


1.  Ensure  Access  to  Family  Supports  (Family  Resource  Center 
Services) 


4.500  - 4.950 


2.  Support  School-Based  Youth  and  Family  Centers  (Beacon 
Initiative) 


2.200  - 3.100 


3.  Ensure  Access  to  Affordable  Health  Care  and  Healthy  Food 
(Healthy  Kids;  Summer  Food) 


... 


5.123 

$12.5 


4.835  - 5.140 
$12.2  - $13.2 


Family  Supports 

About  one  in  five  househoia$,in  SantFrancisco  is  a family  with  children.  Families  are  where  adults 
nurture  children  and  where'  f&eyAaV  the  foundation  for  healthy  physical  and  emotional 
development.  The  well-being  oFfamilies  is  critical  for 
promoting  the  social  and  economic  vitality  of  San  Francisco. 

The  2011  Community  Needs  Assessment  identified  that  over  a 
quarter  of  San  Francisco’s  families  with  children  are  headed 
by  single  parents;  that  many  children  and  youth  live  in  low- 
income  families;  and  that  there  are  racial  disparities  in  the 
percentages  of  children  living  below  the  poverty  line,  living  in  public  housing,  and  in  the  child 
welfare  system.  Many  families  have  shouldered  the  impacts  of  a prolonged  recession,  and  many  are 
experiencing  significant  stresses  in  their  homes  and  communities,  including  job  loss,  street 
violence,  domestic  violence,  and  substance  use.  During  community  input  sessions,  participants 


OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 

■ First  5 San  Francisco 

■ Human  Services  Agency  of 
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voiced  a continuing  need  for  parenting  classes,  parent  support  groups,  and  access  to  information 
about  resources  available  to  families. 

DCYF’s  family  support  strategy  is  designed  to  address  the  prevalence  of  high-stress  home 
environments;  the  need  for  parenting  networks  and  skill-building;  and  inconsistent  awareness  of 
available  services. 


Strategy  1:  Ensure  Access  to  Family  Supports 

TARGET:  Families  with  children  and  youth  0-17,  especially  families  with  concentrated  need  or  risk  factors  (c.g.. 
teen  parents,  systems-involved  families,  homeless  families,  etc.) 


Family  Resource  Centers  (FRCs)  are  welcoming  community  hubs  that  provide  universal  access  to 
services  and  opportunities  for  families  to  strengthen  family  functioning-iand  enhance  community 
connections.  FRCs  provide  a broad  range  of  prevention  and  interventfdn  services  that  respond  to 
identified  community  needs  and  address  emerging  developmentaLnpbds  of  families  as  their 
children  grow  from  birth  to  3,  preschool  age,  school  age,  and  thmughoutlhe  teen  years.  FRC 
services  are  family-centered,  culturally  competent,  and  strength-based.^ 


Investments:  DCYF  partners  with  First  5 San  Francisc&and  the  Human  Service^Agency  to  fund 
the  Family  Resource  Center  Initiative.1 Tli'e  partners  have  developed^  common 
vision,  shared  outcomes,  and  braided  model  of  funding  that  allows'for  increasing 
service  intensity  based  on  neighborhood  needi  FRCs-^re  classified  as  either 
neighborhood-based  or  poc^Hagn-focused,  based  on  the  nature  of  their  service 
provision.  Neighborhood-basecbFRGs.support  families  in  a geographically  focused 
community,  and  population-fd|bsed-lfes  address rajentified  needs  of  particular 
target  populations  throughout  "Shj.  Franciscn/isuch  as  pregnant  and  parenting  teens, 
homeless  familieSffbQJBTQ  familiesfand  farriiiiellwith  children  with  special  needs. 

The  FRCs  arj:;jihided  to  provide  the  ei|ht  essential  services  outlined  below.  Many 
FRCs  also  prSyfde,  other  |Jvities  sucli^|mental  health  services,  drop-in  child 


ERCs'oft^nsenierge  as  wganizationaTlelders  in  the  community  and  form 
. ^cbllaborativeF^^nershtp^w|th  multiple  agencies  in  order  to  leverage  services  and 
^OQrdinate  programming  fot|families  and  children. 

^MCurriculum-Bas|d  Parent  Education 

■ Ear^nt/Peer  Support  Groups 

■ Plr||(t/Child,Jj|bractive  Groups 

■ One'^^^Wglyshops 

■ Linking  fonschool  success  workshops  and  advocacy 

■ Case  Management 

■ Child  Welfare  Services 

■ Parent  Leadership 


Allocation:  $4.50  - 4.95  million 


Beacon  Initiative 

The  Beacon  Centers  transform  public  schools  into  youth  and  family  centers  that  become  a beacon  of 
activity  for  the  surrounding  neighborhood.  Drawing  or.  the  existing  wealth  in  our  communities, 
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Beacon  Centers  create  pathways  to  lifelong  learning  through  which  young  people  and  adults  can 
Find  tnc  next  challenge  or  step  in  their  process  of  learning,  grov/th,  and  development  throughout  a 
lifetime. 


The  eignt  main  Beacon  Centers  and  nine  additional  schools 

in  neighborhoods  across  the  city  offer  young  people  a OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 

vibrant  array  of  events  and  activities.  Each  Center  is  “ San  Francisco  Unified 

managed  by  a non-profit,  community-based  organization  School  District  ■ 

that  series  as  the  lead  agency,  and  has  a director  and  staff. 

The  lead  agency  partners  with  a number  of  local  community  and  public  agencies  to  offer  the 
activities  that  occur  at  each  Center. 


Strategy  2:  Support  School-Based  Youth  and  Family  Centers.  - 

TARGET'  Families  with  children  and  youth  0-17,  especially  families  with  concentrated  need  or  risk  factors  (e.g., 
teen  parents,  systems-involved  families,  homeless  families,  etc.) 

Jlgp 

Investments:  DCYF  will  continued  its  partnership  with  thedSFUSD,  community  organizations  and 
local  foundations,  led  by  the  Evelyn  & Walter  Haas,  Jr.  F u ndftpr  s u p p c i t Beacon 
Centers  across  the  city.  Mm?  ^4l|k 

^s. 

Allocation:  $2.8  - 3.1  million 


Health  and  Nutrition 

Being  healthy  is  a prerequisite  for  learning.  Yet  tHh  statistief/stfow  a dramatically  challenging 

environment  for  San  Francisco’srchildcen,  youth  and  families:  -iife 

■ The  cost  of  health  care  cddfjpues  to  iri§|ease,  whiMupemployment  remains  high.  More  and  more 
families  are  not  able  to  affoi^health  cgjjjbJav  their  children. 

■ The  Center  for  Piseas.eXontroFlltimati§Fdihffmrf.threelfiildren  are  now  overweigh,,  or  obese, 

putting  these y.outfi  at  greater  r i sl^fchvd i a b e f e s , "hVaift  disease  and  other  ailments.  Childhood 
obesity  datajsp nv  s tr o n grallM /e th mcfdig parities,  especially  affecting  African  American  and 
Latino  youfcfiyn  elementary  andmi d d 1 e qo  1 . 

■ Families  accessinMood  stamps  j^AP/Caffresh)  increased  41  percent  from  2007  to  2010.  Of 
these,  60  percentlYere  Chinese,  African  American  or  Latino. 

OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 

■ San  Francisco  Department 
of  Public  Health 

■ Lack  of  access  to  healthy  food  is  consistently  expressed  as  a concern  . $an  Francisco  Unified 

by  parents,  principals  and  program  site  supervisors.  School  District 

■ San  Francisco’s  students  not  meeting  physical  fitness  standards. 


Nearly  32,000  studentsim  San  Francisco  qualify  for  free/reduced 
price  school  meals,  and  l&pmeUht  of  all  children  live  in  homes  that 
receive  public  assistance  (mSfjtraing  SNAP/CalFresh/food  stamps). 


Investment  in  affordable  health  care  and  access  to  healthy  food  are  core  supporting  activities  in 
safeguarding  youth  readiness  to  succeed  in  school  and  in  life. 
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Strategy  3:  Ensure  Access  to  Affordable  Health  Care  & Healthy  Food 

TARGET:  Families  with  children  and  youth  0-17,  especially  families  with  concentrated  need  or  risk  factors  (e.g., 
teen  parents,  systems-involved  families,  homeless  families,  etc.) 

When  children  have  access  to  affordable,  comprehensive  health  coverage,  there  are  benefits  for  the 
child,  family  and  our  community— children  are  able  to  obtain  preventive  care  to  avoid  serious 
conditions,  families  are  at  less  risk  for  bankruptcy  due  to  children’s  illnesses  or  accidents,  children 
miss  less  school,  and  employees  are  less  likely  to  miss  work  to  stay  home  with  a sick  child. 


Investments:  Two  major  types  of  investment  are  made  under  this  strategy: 

■ Healthy  Kids  is  a health  insurance  program  offered  by  San  Francisco  Health 
Plan,  providing  complete  medical,  dental,  and  vision  coverage  to  low  and 
middle  income  children  and  youth. 

» DCYF  supports  local  and  federal  programs  thaTjjelp  increase  citywide  access 
to  affordable,  healthy  food  and  develop  infrastructure  to  provide  education 
and  opportunities  to  youth  around  nutrition  and  physical  activity.  DCYF  is  able 
to  fund  and  collaborate  in  efforts  wUJ|SFUSD,  The  Mayorjs  Office,  Recreation 
and  Parks,  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing/  SF  Food  Bank,  anS-farjpus  other  public 
and  private  organizations  servingichildren  in  San  Franciscof£ujraded  initiatives 


include: 


. 


. 


' ' ' 


► USDA-funded  Summer  Food  Servi'ceiProgram 

* USDA-funded  Commdpity  Child  Nutrition  Service  Project  (Afterschool 

Snack)  Ipljlli 

* Child  & Adult  Care  Food  Program 
■ Shape  Up  SF 

1 SFUSD  Salad-Bars  (Middle.and  High-School) 

HWib.  IlkJiF 

$4,885  - 5.1 


Violence  Prevention  and  Intervention  (VPI) 

Violence  is  aleading  cause  of  death  and  tnjuFy  that  disproportionately  impacts  people  of  color  in 
San  Francisco.  Violence  is  a sei  ious  public  health  concern  since  it  contributes  to  the  development  of 
chronic  health  conditions,  such  as  Mfrnful  injury,  post-traumatic  stress  disorder,  depression, 
anxiety,  and  substaric^ibuse.  The  sjjpial  and  individual  factors  that  contribute  to  violence  are 
overlapping  and  comple^|apd  a fle^jjBle, 
coordinated  strategy  is  necessary  to  address 
these  factors  and  prevent  viofengfln  San 


Francisco. 


City  departments,  community-based 
organizations  and  community  leaders  continue  to 
work  diligently  to  alleviate  the  impact  of  street 
violence  in  San  Francisco.  DCYF,  as  part  of  San 
Francisco's  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating  Council, 
helped  develop  a comprehensive,  multi-agency 
plan  that  identifies  the  funding  and  strategies  for 

providing  an  effective  continuum  of  services  for  youth  and  young  adults  to  help  them  avoid  or 
permanently  exit  the  juvenile/criminal  justice  systems.  The  strategies  outlined  below  have  been 


OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 

■ San  Francisco  Adult  Probation  Department 
* San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health 

■ San  Francisco  District  Attorney 

■ San  Francisco  Juvenile  Probation  Department 

■ San  Francisco  Police  Department 

■ San  Francisco  Public  Defender 

■ San  Francisco  Sheri  iff  s Department 

■ San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
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designed  to  advance  and  complement  those  of  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Violence  Prevention 
Initiative  Local  Action  Plan,  produced  in  July,  2011. 


Exhibit  12.  VPI  Strategy  & Allocation  Overview 


2013-16 

FY  11-12  BUDGET  ALLOCATION 
($  millions)  ($  millions) 


1.  Alternative  Education 

2.  Secondary  Prevention 

3.  Diversion 

4.  Detention  Alternatives 

5.  Detention-Based  Services 

6.  Aftercare/Reentry 

7.  Build  Specialized  Programmatic  Capacity  and  Improve 
Service  Quality 


1.699 

2.208 

4.472 

0.960 

0.268 

2.488 


1.400  - 1.800 
1.525  - 2.215 
3.560  - 4.665 
0.915  - 1.010 
0.270  - 0.770 
2.235-2.485 
0.165  - 0.875 
$10.1  - $13.8 


Strategy  1:  Alternative  Education 

TARGET:  Youth  10-18  likely  to  oropioutiYQung  adults  18^5jwith8ut  higffSgffool  diploma  or  GED 
' . 

This  strategy  provides  highly^pecialize^cademic  instruction  to  youth  and  young  adults  whose 
behavior  and  circumstances  hf\g!grevehted:t;iem  froraflucceeding  in  mainstream  educational 
environments.  High^uaiity  educlt^lf^a'hTnce'gral -parfiof  violence  prevention.  Alternative 
education  as  a strl^g^ulrfects  yourfg^eople  wlfo^py  have  difficulty  accessing  other  educational 
supports,  jtfflr’ 

Investments:  Alternative  educafim prograrrfs  (i.e.,  alternative  schools); 

GED|pfcograins;  ^Jg| 

Credilfctfeovery:  Jpl 

TutoringUnd  jSg* 

Gender-re^Qnsiyei'services. 


Allocation:  $1.4  - 1.8  million 


Strategy  2:  Secondary  Prevention 

TARGET:  Highly  at-risk  youth  10-25  not  currently  involved  in  juvenile  or  criminal  justice  system 

Prevention  strategies  can  be  divided  in  two  tiers:  primary  prevention  and  secondary  prevention. 
Primary  prevention  programs  are  those  more  widely  available  to  youth  and  young  adults  through 
schools,  community  centers,  and  similar  settings — these  programs  are  funded  through  other  DCYF 
initiatives  and  through  other  San  Francisco  agencies  and  departments.  These  intervention 
strategies  are  ideally  delivered  prior  to  contact  with  the  juvenile/criminal  justice  system,  but  they 
are  not  necessary  exclusively  delivered  prior  to  individuals  making  this  contact. 
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Secondary  prevention  programs  target  specific  youth  and  young  adults  within  the  community  who 
have  identified  risk  factors  for  delinquency  that  could  result  in  juvenile/criminal  justice  system 
involvement.  Secondary  prevention  services  offer  an  opportunity  to  link  youth  to  any  other  needed 
services  such  as  mental  health,  substance  abuse,  and  workforce  development  services. 


DCYF  is  currently  conducting  evaluation  on  its  VPI  and  Youth,Workforce  Development-High-Risk 
services.  Pending  evaluation  results,  DCYF  may  consider  reallocating  funds  from  the  VPI  Secondary 
Prevention  strategy  to  Y-LEaD,  with  the  goal  of  investing  in  effective  interventions  for  the  targeted 
population. 


Street  and  school-Based  mediation/crisis  response; 
Mentorship; 

Enrichment  activities; 

Shelter; 

Gender-responsive  services;  and 

Wraparound  case  management  and  referra^Se^lees  to  ^t|| 

■ Workforce  development 

■ Leadership  development  \ * 

■ Substance  abuse  treatment 

■ Mental  health  services  and  other; 


Allocation:  $1,565  - 2.215  million 


Strategy  3:  Diversion 


TARGET:  Youth  10-25  currently  inv.olvedmiqvenile  or  drimmal  justice  system, 

Diversion  strategies  attemp||f|Psteer  ydlth  and  yoapg  adults  away  from  the  juvenile  and  criminal 
justice  systems  after  they  haffjjjeen  inv|||ed  in  behay|o.r  that  puts  them  in  contact  with  these 
systems.  The  classic  concept  of  diversiohitheorizes  that  processing  certain  youth  through  the 
juvenile /criminal  iustiigsvstem  hiay  do  more  harm?,  than  good.  Diversion  programs  and  services 
are  utilized  as  a -ppmary  response  to  yoftth’s  disruptive  behavior  instead  of  arrest  and/or 
detention.  DiVe|sfon  strategieslfpcus  uirdecteasing  the  number  of  police  contacts  had  by  a youth  or 
young  adult,  keijnng  young  peop^ljn  theirpopmunity  and  family,  and  preventing  them  from 
further  involverrVb]i||^ith  the  juven||^crimi^f  justice  system. 

Investments:  Street  M^sschool-balld  mediation/crisis  response; 

Mentorshi|§V^  JS& 

En  r i chme  n t^Mple  s ; 

Shelter; 

Gender-responsive  services;  and 

Wraparound  case  management  and  referral  services  to 

■ Workforce  development 

■ Leadership  development 

■ Substance  abuse  treatment 

■ Mental  health  services  and  others 


Allocation:  $3,560  - 4.465  million 
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Strategy  4:  Detention  Alternatives 

TARGET;  Youth  10-18  currently  involved  in  juveniie  justice  system 

Detention  alternatives  alleviate  harmful  overreliance  on  secure  confinement,  reduce  racial 
disparities  and  bias,  and  improve  public  safety  while  keeping  youth  and  young  adults  engaged  in 
their  community  (at  less  cost  to  taxpayers].  This  strategy  aims  to  keep  youth  off  the  street  and 
involved  in  positive  activities  during  afternoon  and  evening  hours.  Programs  under  this  strategy 
provide  activities  and  supervision  to  young  pe.ople  going  through  the  adjudication  process  to  help 
them  successfully  address  pre  and  pose  adjudication  requirements  imposed  by  the  juvenile/ 
criminal  justice  system. 


Mentorship; 

Enrichment  activities; 

Evening  reporting  centers; 

Home  detention; 

Gender-responsive  services;  and 
Wraparound  case  management  and  referrals) 
» Workforce  development 

■ Leadership  development 

■ Substance  abuse  treatment 

■ Mental  health  services  and  othe 


Allocation:  $915,000  - $1.01  million 


Strategy  5:  Detention-Based  Services 

TARGET:  In-custody  youth  10-21  ^ 

Youth  in  detention  setting&a^y~ecomrrf|^ed  a 
servicer  ! *• & * u 


ices  in  order  to  provide  ahtej^virorirqept  where  youth  and  young  a 
■come  the  circumstances  toftheir  current  s 


etween  detention  and  well-structured 
adults  can  thrive  and 
situation.  Detention  based 


services  provided  by^community-bqsed  drgan<7"ations  through  evidence-based  and  promising 


" '■  : 

Investmentsrfipnrichment  activities; 

Alternative  educatiqn^activities;  and 
Gender-yesporisive  services. 

Allocation:  $270,000  -'$770, 000  f 

' 

Strategy  6;  Aftercare/Reentry 

TARGET;  Youth  10-25  exiting  the  juvenile  or  criminal  justice  system  and  reentering  communities 


Reentry  services  are  important  to  support  individuals  reentering  their  communities  and 
reconnecting  with  their  families.  Pre-release  preparation  is  extremely  important  for  a successful 
reentry  process,  and  reentry  planning  must  start  well  in  advance  prior  to  the  actual  release  of  the 
youth  or  young  adult.  Expanding  probation  and  parole  case  planning  capability  to  accomplish 
successful  reentry  is  essential.  This  can  be  achieved  through  partnership  between  community- 
based  organizations  (CBOs],  law  enforcement  and  other  government  agencies.  Transitional  case 
management  programs,  usually  provided  by  CBOs  or  by  a partnership  between  these  with 
parole/probation  entities,  can  reach  youth  and  young  adults  in  detention  prior  to  their  release  in 
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order  to  understand  their  needs,  build  rapport,  enhance  their  motivation  for  positive  change  and 
help  them  identify  their  goals,  strengths  and  interests. 


Investments:  Intensive  supervision  and  clinical  behavioral  services; 

Mentorship; 

Enrichment  activities; 

Saturday  community-based  probation  enhancement  program; 

Gender-responsive  services,  and 

Wraparound  case  management  and  referral  services  to 

• Workforce  development 

■ Leadership  development 

* Substance  abuse  treatment 

■ Mental  health  services  and  others  jA  % 

' 

Allocation:  $2,235  - 2.485  million 

Strategy  7;  Build  Specialized  Programmatic  Capacity  and  Improve. Service  Quality 

TARGET:  DCYF  VPI  grantees  ^ |P 

- - _ Tajik. 


Community-based  agencies  will  benefit  by  developing  program  bestpractices.  By  offering  training 
opportunities,  we  will  enhance  the  service  delivery  of  VPl-fundecbag’encies. 

Investments:  Quality  fiscal  management  trainihgjserjes; 

Strategy-focused  workshops  orgbesf  ^ifgbtipes  and  quality  services; 

Educational  pathways  for  professional  development. 

aG*.  % 

Allocation:  $165,000  - $875,000',  I \ f 
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SYSTEMS  DEVELOPMENT 


DCYF’s  core  and  supporting  investments  are  strengthened  and  amplified  through  investments  in 
the  underlying  systems  for  delivery  of  services  to  children,  youth  and  families. 

We  are  committed  to  supporting  our  key  partner — the  school  district — by  expanding  and 
deepening  their  capacity  to  serve  our  city’s  children,  youth  and  families.  Our  systems  development 
strategies  expand  school-based  support  services  and  strengthen  SFUSD  and  its  partnerships  with 
CBOs 


To  support  our  other  partners — CBQ  granteds— we  will  offer  training,  technical  assistance  and 
other  supports  that  promote  strategic  and  efficient  implementation.  I nib  is  plan,  all  investments  for 
building  CBO  capacity  are  strategy-specific  (i.e  > designed  to  help  our  CBO  partners  more  effectively 
implement  service  area  strategies)  rather  than  for  building  generaJSij|f  rating  capacity.  Therefore, 
capacity-building  for  CBOs  is  not  called  out  as  a separate  systemsfde'velopment  strategy,  but  has 
been  incorporated  within  each  service  area’s  strategies,  described  earlier  in  this  plan. 

We  are  developing  a new,  coordinated  approach  to  publicengage ment  to  ensure-that  families  know 
about  and  are  able  to  access  support  services  when  needed.  Spa, 

Y||iv  ^ 

Lastly,  we  will  continue  our  investment  in  evaluation  to  ensure  program  quality,  support  continual 
improvement,  measure  progress  toward  pei^Emance  targetsjtaffB  offer  transparency  and 
accountability  for  our  work. 

~,\  ^ 

Exhibit  13.  Systems  DevelopifUnt  Straf^^S^AIIocatfphiOverview 


2013-16 

FY 11-12  BUDGET  ALLOCATION 
($  millions)  ($  millions) 


1.  Ensure  School-Based  Support  Services  and  Strengthen  the 
SFUSD’s  CBO  Partnerships 

2.  Use  Public  Engagement  Activities  to  increase  Awareness 
and  Accessibility  of  Services 

3.  Evaluate  Department  Investments 

4.  Miscellaneous 

TOTAL 


2.947 

0.110 

0.345 

1.503 

$4.9 


2.300  - 3.500 

0.400  - 0.475 

0.810  - 1.100 

1.300  - 1.600 
$5.3  - $6.7 


Strategy  1:  Ensure  School-Based  Support  Services  and  Strengthen  SFUSD’s  CBO 
Partnerships 

TARGEl  : SFUSD  students 

DCYF's  core  investments  are  designed  to  ensure  children  are  ready  to  learn  and  succeed  in  school. 
The  Department  is  committed  to  supporting  SFUSD  as  it  strengthens  and  improves  education  and 
comprehensive  services  for  children.  DCYF  will  continue  to  align  its  investments,  from  early 
childhood  through  young  adulthood,  with  school  district  priorities  and  efforts  to  support  its 
students.  Some  examples  of  how  DCYF  and  SFUSD  have  aligned  their  priorities  include: 
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The  Early  Learning  Initiative  (part  of  ECE).  DCYF’s  commitment  to  preparing 
young  children  for  school  and  life  includes  this  project,  which  aims  to  form 
strong  community  partnerships  with  City  departments  and  key  community 
stakeholders,  working  together  to  increase  literacy  services  and  resources  to 
low-income  children  ages  0-5,  their  families  and  caregivers. 

Afterschool  for  All  (part  of  OST).  DCYF  continues  to  support  both  SFUSD- 
administered  ExCEL  afterschool  programs  and  afterschool  programs  at 
community-based  sites  that  challenge  all  K-8  students  to  apply  and  expand  on 
what  they  learn  during  the  school  day. 


■ 21st  Century  Skill  Development  (part  of  OST  and  Y-LEaD).  Our  investments 
promote  skills  development  while  fostering 

youth  to  grow  in  their  own  areas  of  interest,  OUR  PUBLIC  PARTNERS 


City  College  of  San  Francisco 
SanFrancisco  State  University 
San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District 


with  intentional  links  to  students'  academic 
coursework,  college  and  career  path  planning,  p 

■ Bridge  to  Success  (part  of  Y-LEaD).  DCYF^is:^ 
leading  this  partnership  with  SFUSD^(§|y 
College  of  San  Francisco,  San  Francispo  State 

University  and  our  community  tofdffuble  the  number  of  youth  . who  achieve 
college  credentials.  By  bring  leaderBimd  eduqafors  together  across 
institutions  and  disciplines,  Bridge  to^uccessTbbks  at  the  greatest  barriers  to 
student  achievement  ai^together,  deYelcf^sf  integrated  solutions  to  overcome 

■ YouthVote  (part  ofY-LEii^.  fhisl^|oj|ct  of  tiepin  Francisco  Youth 


mock  lpcap*ltltll|^|  federal%)|e£mhs,  elect  a^pfeer  to  serve  on  the  SF  Board  of 


Educafjpjg,  and  voitgfjponcerns' 
issues 


suggestions  about  school  and  community 


■ The  Beaconihitjafive  fa  Supportirigjrivestment  in  coordination  with  OST  and 
^ -Y-L!E^D).  Beacon  Centers  transform  public  schools  into  youth  and  family 

St: 'W  centefsfE&cJi  Beacon  Center  is  managed  by  a non-profit,  community-based 


\ oreanizafitethat  seryes^as  the  lead  agency  and  partners  with  local  community 
and  public  af^cies  toT>jfer  a vibrant  array  of  programs  for  young  people. 

rt§he  Wellness  (pftiative  (a  collaboration  with  the  SFUSD  and  the  Department  of 
PhJ)li£  Health, jpli  t of  Y-LEaD).  Serving  more  than  7,000  students  annually,  the 
Wellriessjnitiative  provides  students  with  physical,  behavioral  and 


reproductive>health  services  at  schools  and  through  linkages  to  health 
resource<?tnd  services  in  the  community. 


Investments:  DCYF  partners  with  SFUSD  on  several  policy  and  planning  efforts,  and  provides 

funding  to  the  district  and  its  collaborators  to  support  programming  and  to  enhance 
the  district’s  capacity  to  partner  with  CBOs.  Below  are  some  of  the  planned 
investments  in  systems  development: 

■ SF  Promise,  a collaboration  between  the  Mayor’s  Office,  SFUSD,  and  San 
Francisco  State  University  that  guarantees  a spot  at  San  Francisco  State 
University  for  all  6th  grade  students  in  San  Francisco's  public  schools.  This 
effort  seeks  to  bridge  the  financial  gap  that  makes  higher  education 
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unreachable  for  many,  and  to  provide  proactive  counseling  and  outreach  for 
underachieving  students. 

■ Pilot  to  allow  CBOs  access  to  School  Loop.  This  pilot  project  is  exploring  how 
to  ensure  CBOs  have  access  to  real-time  student-level  data,  such  as  homework 
assignments,  school  attendance,  and  grades,  so  they  can  offer  individualized 
support  to  youth.  This  pilot  is  using  the  school  district's  parent  email 
communication  tool  called  School  Loop. 

■ Joint  use  of  SFUSD  facilities.  The  Department  is  exploring  ways  to  enhance 
access  to  SFUSD  facilities,  particularly  during  the  summer,  for  CBOs  delivering 
youth  services  that  align  with  SFUSD  priorities. 

" CBO-SFUSD  coordination.  Another  effort  we  are  exploring  is  the  potential 
benefits  of  placing  a dedicated  CBO  liaison  at  the  SFUSD. 


Allocation:  $2.8  - 3.5  million 


Strategy  2:  Use  Public  Engagement  Activities  to  Increase  Awareness  and 
Accessibility  of  Services 

TARGET : All  San  Francisco  children,  youth  and  their  families 

The  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  offers  a variety  of  programs  and  services  for  its  residents.  Yet 
information  is  not  as  readily  accessible  as  ifshbuld.be,  and  the  ufformation  is  not  sufficiently 
designed  to  target  the  audiences'  needs.  Thr^l&'^^^gommunift^^^ds  Assessment,  for  example, 
many  parents  expressed  difficulty  in  obtaining|te|ormll^feabout  available  programs  and  services. 
Word  of  mouth  is  an  important,  by^.incomplete'tpy  to  co|tnef^an  Frarrciscan’s  with  the  valuable 
resources  developed  by  the  Department  and  our  funders.  By  creating  a coordinated  communication 
effort,  we  can  expand  the  reach  df  services  to  communities  in  need. 

ipl,  m «jj 

The  importance  of  building  a wardfilss  and  acce|p|pf  DCYF’s  services  will  grow  more  acute 

over  the  next  three  years,  as  we  head  toward  rhe  end  of  the  current  Children’s  Fund  cycle  and  the 
city  will  be  caHec^gt^tos^considerlts.eommitmenhtoi'dedicating  resources  for  its  children,  youth 
and  laiul.es.  ' 

Investments:  ' -DCYF  will  invest'irfpublic  engagement  activities  that  will  help  to  broaden  the  reach 
ofiLs.funded  programs,  including: 

■ Developing  a multilingual  web  site  for  parents  and  caregivers  to  access 
inro^ation  ||pbt  our  service  providers,  and  possibly  provide  feedback/input 
about  the  services  they  received; 

■ Developing^  youth-friendly  web  site  for  youth  to  access  information  about 
our  service  providers,  and  possibly  provide  feedback/input  about  the  services 
they  received; 

■ Attending  and  organizing  resource  fairs;  and 

■ Gathering  stakeholder  input  and  conducting  community  dialogues  about  the 
service  areas  funded  by  DCYF. 

Allocation:  $400,000  - $475,000 
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Strategy  3:  Evaluate  Department  Investments 

TARGET:  n/a 


In  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Children's  Amendment,  the  Department  will  continue  to 
use  evaluation  to  ensure  program  quality,  support  continual  improvement,  and  measure  progress 
toward  performance  targets.  Evaluation  activities  will  also  provide  critical  information  to  DCYF, 
grantees,  City  officials  and  the  public. 


DCYF  believes  that  continuous  investment  in  evaluation  should  result  in  positive  outcomes  for 
children,  youth  and  their  families,  and  greater  evaluation  capacity  among  the  department  and 
grantees.  Through  careful  assessment  and  evaluation,  DCYF  and  its  grantees  commit  to  improving 
on  what  is  not  working  and  finding  ways  to  support  efforts  that  show  positive  results.  DCYF 
remains  committed  to  looking  at  funded  programs  holistically  and  will  Continue  to  assess  program 
quality  against  established  standards,  monitor  organizational  healthyreview  service  need  and 
reach,  and  offer  capacity  building  opportunities. 

Combined  with  DCYF’s  internal  evaluation  activities,  comprehensive  independent  evaluations  will 
assist  in  answering  key  questions  such  as:  p 

■ To  what  extent  do  DCYF-funded  programs  mee'fe^QSting  performance  measures? 

■ What  is  the  range  of  quality  across  DCYF-funded  programs?.-? 

■ To  what  extent  do  specialized  programming  and  capa6ib^.|^jlding  improve  program  quality? 
* What  is  the  impact  of  DCYF's  investmeTfeon  priority  goal^and  what  participant  and  program 

characteristics  are  associated  with  posifiv^lesu.lts  toward7 tflfese  goals? 

Investments:  Funds  will  be  used^to  measure  D€tM‘s  p^pgp^rtpvyard  the  outcomes  set  forth  in  the 
first  section  of  fins  piaiv  through  eftofts  that  included 

■ Annupl|p|i'ticipan^a|sessmenfcpf  program  services; 

■ Evalua6q||of  DCYFgfunded  Out:o||§chool  Time  (OST)  programming; 

■ Evaiuatiol^^gi^^fedL^peci^ied  Teen,  Youth-Led  Organizing,  and 
.^^BKthdLed  Pl!i^dirropyprog|amnfmg; 

y.-m  Evaluation  of  DGYF-(unded  YoSm  Workforce  Development-General 
programming; 

, - s ■ Evaluation'q^/iolencejgpevention  and  Intervention  and  Youth  Workforce 
^f^Developmentiffigh-Risl^programming; 

■^.upport  for  evaluation  of  Family  Resource  Centers;  and 
* eval^ions  of  program  and  policy  initiatives. 

Allocation:  $810,000  - $l.-l_milhon 


Miscellaneous  Investments 

TARGET:  Varies 

A handful  of  additional  initiatives  will  continue  to  receive  support  from  the  Department  because 
they  offer  unique  opportunities  to  advance  our  overall  goals.  These  projects  include  shelter 
services,  the  Kindergarten  to  College  Program,  the  Adolescent  Health  Working  Group,  and  other 
initiatives  that  fall  outside  the  normal  service  area  strategies  but  which  help  San  Francisco  children, 
youth  and  families. 


Allocation:  $1.3  - 1.6  million 
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Appendix  A:  Children’s  Amendment 


SEC.  16.108.  CHILDREN'S  FUND.  [Effective  July  1,  2001] 

(a)  Fund  for  Children's  Services.  Operative  July  1,  2001,  there  is  hereby  established  a fund  to  expand 
children's  services,  which  shall  be  called  the  Children’s  Fund  ("Fund”).  Monies  in  the  Fund  shall  be 
expended  or  used  only  to  provide  services  for  children  as  provided  in  this  section. 

(b)  Goals.  The  goals  of  expenditures  from  the  Fund  shall  be: 


(1)  To  ensure  that  San  Francisco's  children  are  healthy,  ready  to  learn,  succeed  in  school  and  live 
in  stable,  safe,  and  supported  families  and  communities; 

(2)  To  reach  children  in  all  neighborhoods;  -■  X 

' ’ - 

(3)  To  the  maximum  extent  reasonable,  to  distribute  funds  equitably  among  services  for  infants 
and  preschoolers,  elementary  school  age  childgjpmd  adolescents;^ 

(4)  To  focus  on  the  prevention  of  problems  aniriiffsupporting  and  enharicin'g  the  strengths  of 

children,  youth  and  their  families;  ~ 

(5)  To  strengthen  collaboration  between  the  City  and-Cotmty^ of  San  Francisco  and  the  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  Distric^ff>. 

(6)  To  fill  gaps  in  services  and  to  leverage  otheE resources  vvhe^eyer  feasible;  and 

(7)  To  foster  projects  initiated  by  San  Francisco  yoiithi.%; 

. A 

(c)  Amount.  There  is  herebj|set  asideTpfcJthe  Fund/fronvtfie  revenues  of  the  property  tax  levy,  revenues 
in  an  amount  equivalSa^tp  an  annuiTtax  of  three1|ents  ($.03)  per  one  hundred  dollars  ($100)  of 
assessed  valuation  for  eaf||fjscai  yq|i‘jb.eginning  wit^July  1,  2001 — June  30,  2002,  and  ending  with 
July  1, 2015— June  30,  20id^ICthdr2])10fth=S?Census^sKows  that  children  make  up  a percentage  of  the 
population  ofdpelGity^and  County  ^hat  is  at  leasttwo  percentage  points  more  than  their  percentage 
as  showu'nithe  2000:Uj'S,.Census^then  the  amoiSncof  the  property  tax  levy  set  aside  under  this 
section  shall  be  increaslU^lk  eaclifei&t year  beginning  after  publication  of  the  2010  Census.  The 
increaselshall  be  in  an  amounbequal  torsone-quarter  cent  ($.0025)  per  one  hundred  dollars  of 
assessed  vaj|j|tion,  for  each  lymj^full  percentage  points  of  increase  in  the  percentage  of  the  City  and 
County  population  that  is  madlfjtp  of  children.  The  Fund  shall  be  maintained  separate  and  apart  from 
all  other  City  atvdftiQunty  fundsMjd  appropriated  by  annual  or  supplemental  appropriation. 

M 

(d)  New  Services.  Moniesjig^th^pii'd  shall  be  used  exclusively  for  the  costs  of  services  to  children  less 
than  18  years  old  provldeclps  part  of  programs  that  predominantly  serve  children  less  than  18  years 
old,  above  and  beyond  services  funded  from  sources  other  than  the  previous  Children’s  Fund  prior  to 
July  1,  2001.  To  this  end,  monies  from  the  Fund  shall  not  be  appropriated  or  expended  for  services 
that  received  any  of  the  funds  included  in  the  higher  of  the  Controller’s  baseline  budget  covering  July 
1,  2000 — June  30,  2001  appropriations,  or  the  Controller’s  baseline  budget  covering  July  1, 1999 — 
June  30,  2000  appropriations,  whether  or  not  the  cost  of  such  services  increases.  Nor  shall  monies 
from  the  Fund  be  appropriated  or  expended  for  services  that  substitute  for  or  replace  services 
included  or  partially  included  in  the  higher  of  the  two  baseline  budgets,  except  and  solely  to  the 
extent  that  the  City  ceases  to  receive  federal,  state  or  private  agency  funds  that  the  funding  agency 
required  to  be  spent  only  on  those  services.  The  Controller’s  baseline  budget  shall  mean  the 
Controller's  calculation  of  the  actual  amount  of  City  appropriations  for  services  for  children  that 
would  have  been  eligible  to  be  paid  from  the  Fund  but  are  paid  from  other  sources. 


(e)  Eligible  Services.  Services  for  children  eligible  for  Fund  assistance  shall  include  only: 
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(1)  Affordable  child  care  and  early  education; 

(2}  Recreation,  cultural  and  afterschooi  programs,  including  without  limitation,  arts  programs; 

(3]  Health  services,  including  prevention,  education,  mental  health,  and  pre-natal  services  to 
pregnant  women; 

(4]  Training,  employment  anc!  job  placement; 

(5]  Youth  empowerment  and  leadership  development; 

(6]  Youth  violence  prevention  programs; 

(7]  Youth  tutoring  and  educational  enrichment  programs;  andgggp^ 

(3)  Family  and  parent  support  services  for  families  of  clpJdrenTecejvi n g other  services  from  the 
Fund.  “9F  ^Ijjlk 

(fj  Excluded  Services.  Notwithstanding  subsection  (e),  jfivices  for  children  paid'for  by  the  Fund  shall 
not  include:  mW 


(1)  Services  provided  by  the  Police  Department  of|pjfcher  lay|efiforcementage1fcrejs,  courts, 
District  Attorney,  Public  Defender,  City  AttorneyiipKtlfe^FTre  Department;  detention  or 
probation  services  mandated  g|pat£  or  federal  lawj;^|public  transportation; 

(2)  Any  service  that  benefits  childremmcidentally.or  as  members  of  a larger  population 
including  adults; 


the 


' 


(3)  Any  service  for  whicba'fitfed  or  mmimuih  level  of  expenditure  is  mandated  by  state  or 
federal  law,  tcrthe  extent  qjf  the  fixed  or  minimum  level  oYexpenditure; 

^ |j  ffl 

(4)  Acquisition  of  arty  capital  itemlnot  for  pnmaryand  direct  use  by  children; 

(5)  Acouisifiogifother  tbam0y(iease  fc  ::Mlrmsof'fen  years  or  less)  of  any  real  property;  or 

' K 

(6) ||#aintenance,  utilities  or  aiiy’Sjtpiiar  operating  costs  of  any  facility  not  used  primarily  and 
“'^ir.ectly  by  chlldrdtffo  of  any^eereation  or  park  facility  (including  a zoo),  library,  or 

"hospital.  ’A  } 

m 

(g)  Baseline.  The  FuM^hall  be  usedrexclusiveiy  to  increase  the  aggregate  City  appropriations  and 

expenditures  forljfpse  servicifpfor  children  that  are  eligible  to  be  paid  from  the  Fund  (exclusive  of 
expenditures  man3af^d[J}^paTe  or  federal  law).  To  this  end,  the  City  shall  not  reduce  the  amount  of 
such  City  appropriatibpJJfSf^ligible  services  (not  including  appropriations  from  the  Fund  and 
exclusive  of  expenditureisTmandated  by  state  or  federal  law)  in  any  of  the  fifteen  years  during  which 
funds  are  required  to  be  set  aside  under  this  section  below  the  amount  so  appropriated  for  the  fiscal 
year  2000-2001  ("the  base  year”)  as  set  forth  in  the  Controller's  baseline  budget,  as  adjusted  ("the 
base  amount").  The  base  amount  shall  be  adjusted  for  each  year  after  the  base  year  by  the  Controller 
based  on  calculations  consistent  from  year  to  year  by  the  percentage  increase  or  decrease  in 
aggregate  City  and  County  discretionary  revenues.  In  determining  aggregate  City  and  County 
discretionary  revenue,  the  Controller  shall  only  include  revenues  received  by  the  City  and  County 
that  are  unrestricted  and  may  be  used  at  the  option  of  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for 
any  lawful  City  purpose.  The  method  used  by  the  Controller  to  determine  discretionary  revenues 
shall  be  consistent  with  method  used  by  the  Controller  to  determine  the  Library  and  Children’s 
Baseline  Calculations  dated  June  20,  2000,  which  the  Controller  shall  place  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  in  File  No.  000952.  Errors  in  the  Controller’s  estimate  of  discretionary  revenues  for  a 
fiscal  year  shall  be  corrected  by  an  adjustment  in  the  next  year’s  estimate.  Within  90  days  following 
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the  end  of  each  fiscal  year  through  2014-2015,  the  Controller  shall  calculate  and  publish  the  actual 
amount  of  City  appropriations  for  services  for  children  that  would  have  been  eligible  to  be  paid 
from  the  Fund  but  are  paid  from  other  sources,  separately  identifying  expenditures  mandated  by 
state  or  federal  law. 


(h)  Three-Year  Planning  Cycle.  To  provide  time  for  community  participation  and  planning,  and  to  ensure 

program  stability,  appropriations  from  the  Fund  for  all  fiscal  years  beginning  after  June  30,  2004 
shall  be  made  pursuant  to  a three-year  planning  cycle  as  set  forth  in  subsections  (h)  through  (I). 
During  every  third  fiscal  year  beginning  with  the  2001-2002  fiscal  year,  the  City  shall  prepare  a 
Community  Needs  Assessment  to  determine  services  eligible  to  receive  moneys  from  the  Fund. 
During  every  third  fiscal  year  beginning  with  the  2002-2003  fiscal  year,  the  City  shall  prepare  a 
Children’s  Services  and  Allocation  Plan  ("the  Plan”),  based  on  the  Community  Needs  Assessment 
approved  during  the  previous  year.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  may  modify  an  existing  Community 
Needs  Assessment  or  Plan,  provided  that  any  modification  shall  ocajjfonly  after  a noticed  public 
hearing.  All  appropriations  from  the  Fund  shall  be  consistent  with iKemiost  recent  Plan,  provided 
that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  approve  an  amendment  to  the  Plan  at  the  same  time  it  approves 
an  appropriation.  \ 

(i)  Community  Needs  Assessment  and  Children's  Services  arid  Allocation  Plan. 

(1)  The  Community  Needs  Assessment  and  the^Bjan  shall  be  in  writing,  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  public  in  draft  form  not  later  than  January  31  of  each.fiscal  year  iri;which  they  are 


required,  shall  be  presented  by  March  31  of  eacfrsuch  fiscal  year  to  the  commissions  listed  in 
subsection  (m)(3)  for  review  and  comment,  and  bysAprih30  of  each  such  fiscal  year  shall  be 


presented  to  the  Board  of  Supeivlspcs  for  approvafi^l^ 

(2)  Prior  to  preparation  of  each  draft  Jommunity.Needs  Assessment,  the  City  shall  hold  at  least 
— mi,  i «—  — i Chaffec-Section  13.110.  The  City 


one  public  hearing  in  each  geographical  area  “d 
shall  also  make  avmlgbje  opportuniQps^for  p^pjSt|ibuth.  antfagencies  receiving  monies 
from  the  Fund  tqiJrayi^sinformatioriSot;  th&Commifhi|^j4eeds  Assessment.  The 
Community  Ngle^AssesSroent  shall  incljjflp,the  results  of  a city-wide  survey  of  parents  and 

youth  to  be  coiviycted  by  tif£5Controller^j|ery  three  years. 

"r  5SCA 


r funded  by  the  City  or  funded  by 

_ _ by  the  City,  whether  or  not  they 

j#%|ivtci=oFi^3|receiveYhhilies  from  thFfund.  The  Plan  shall  be  outcome-oriented  and 
^HincTude  goals,  riverilurable'^n&jverifiable  objectives  and  measurable  and  verifiable  outcomes. 

"f»,„  "fk  ^ 

(4)  Thjgglan  shall  state  all  services  receiving  money  from  the  Fund  will  be  coordinated  with 
otfm^children’s  services^  The  Plan  shall  specify  amounts  of  funding  to  be  allocated:  (i) 
toward||ghjeving  specified  goals,  measurable  and  verifiable  objectives  and  measurable  and 
verifiabrl^|comes,J^|fo  specified  service  models;  and  (lii)  for  specific  populations  and 
neighborhoioBs^h^Plan  shall  also  state  the  reasons  for  the  allocations  and  demonstrate 
how  the  allocf€jn|pare  consistent  with  the  Community  Needs  Assessment.  A minimum  of 
three  percent  oftne  funding  allocated  under  the  Plan  shall  be  for  youth-initiated  projects. 


(j)  Evaluation.  The  Plan  shall  include  an  evaluation  of  services  that  received  money  from  the  Fund  at  any 
time  during  the  last  three  fiscal  years.  The  evaluation  shall  involve  those  who  use  the  funded  services 
and  other  parents  and  youth. 


(k)  Failure  of  Board  to  Act.  If  the  Board  of  Supervisors  has  not  approved  a Community  Needs 

Assessment  before  the  first  day  of  the  fiscal  year  during  which  the  Plan  is  to  be  prepared,  the  Plan 
shall  be  based  on  the  Community  Needs  Assessment  as  originally  submitted  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 
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(l)  Selection  o!  Contractors.  Except  for  services  provided  by  City  employees,  the  Fund  shall  be  expended 
through  contractors  selected  based  on  their  responses  to  one  or  more  requests  for  proposals  issued 
by  the  City.  The  City  shall  award  contracts  lo  coincide  with  the  City’s  fiscal  year  starting  July  1, 

(m)  Implementation. 


(1)  In  implementation  of  this  section,  facilitating  public  participation  and  maximizing 
availability  of  information  to  the  public  shall  be  primary  goals. 


(2)  So  long  as  there  exists  within  the  executive  branch  of  City  government  a Department  of 
Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families,  or  an  equivalent  department  or  agency  as  its  successor, 
that  department  shall  administer  the  Children's  Fund  and  prepare  the  Community  Needs 
Assessment  and  the  Plan  pursuant  to  this  section.  If  no  such  department  or  agency  exists,  the 
Mayor  shall  designate  a department  or  other  City  body  to  administer  the  Children’s  Fund 
pursuant  to  this  section, 

' 

(3)  in  addition  to  all  other  hearings  otherwise  required, the-Redreation  and  Park,  Juvenile 

Probation,  Youth,  Health  and  Human  Services  Commissions  sMlL-each  hold  at  least  one 
separate  or  joint  hearing  each  fiscal  year  to  discuss  issues  relating  to  this  section.  The 
Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Fammds,  or  other  agency  asMescribed  above  in 
section  (m)(2),  shall  consult  with  the  Recpgfffiibn  and  Park  DepartmeiitfArts  Commission, 
Juvenile  Probation  Department,  Unified  SchqqljDistrict,  Health  Department^  Department  of 
Human  Services,  Commission  on  the  Status  oftV^_men,  Pq|ice  Department,  tij^-ary 
Department  and  Municipal  Transportation  Ager^te0teparation  of  portions  of  the 
Community  Needs  Assessmenj^nj&the  Plan  that  relateSo  their  respective  activities  or  areas 
of  responsibility.  XtfX 

(4)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  may  by  ordinance  implement  this  Section. 

(n)  Advisory  Committee.  Thi^^^-M^be  a Childfe^^Fun^6itizenis|iAdvisory’  Committee  ("the 
Committee”)  that  shalkconsist  of  15membersr|k^|ippointed  by  the  Mayor  to  a three-year  term,  to 
serve  at  the  M ay o r’s  pjeas u re.  At  least  three  members  of  the  Committee  shall  be  parents  and  at  least 
three  members  shall  belles.s,  than  l-Si^ears  old  at  miltime  of  appointment.  For  each  of  the  following 
areas,  there  shall  be  at  least  one  Commitieeniiemberwith  professional  expertise  in  that  area:  early 

c h i 1 d h o od  devel opmpp t,  childcare'  educationiihealth,  recreation  and  youth  development.  The 
Committee:shall  meet  atjeast  quarterly,  and  sbhMdvise  the  department  or  agency  that  administers 
the  CJn|dren’s  Fund  ar^^Mav^^ncerning  the  Children’s  Fund.  The  Committee  shall  convene  by 
July  jfS&OjQl.  Each  membl^|(he  Coirmiiiaee  shall  receive  copies  of  each  proposed  Community 
Needs  Assessment  and  eacnWqn  (including  the  evaluation  required  as  part  of  the  Plan).  Members  of 
the  Commftte'e^liall  serve  witfigiut  pay,  but  may  be  reimbursed  for  expenses  actually  incurred. 

(o)  Unspent  Funds.  All  Unspentfimds  in  the  Children’s  Fund  created  by  former  Charter  Section  16.108 
shall  be  transferred  to  the. Children’s  Fund  established  herein. 

(p)  Effect  of  Procedural  ErrBrs.  No  appropriation,  contract  or  other  action  shall  be  held  invalid  or  set 
aside  by  reason  of  any  error,  including  without  limitation  any  irregularity,  informality,  neglect  or 
omission,  in  carrying  out  procedures  specified  in  subsections  (h)  through  (n)  unless  a court  finds 
that  the  party  challenging  the  action  suffered  substantial  injury  from  the  error  and  that  a different 
result  would  have  been  probable  had  the  error  not  occurred.  (Amended  November  2000). 
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Appendix  B:  2011  Index  of  Need 

Methodology 


DCYF  uses  a neighborhood  index  of  need  to  identify  the  neighborhoods  where  children  and  youth 
are  likely  to  have  the  greatest  level  of  need  for  services.  (For  the  purpose  of  developing  the  index  of 
need,  neighborhoods  are  defined  by  ZIP  codes.)  The  index  of  need  is  comprised  of  five  measures 
that  are  related  to  need:  median  family  income,  percent  of  total  population  ages  0 to  17, 
participation  in  the  state's  welfare  program  CalWORKS,  involvement  in  the  juvenile  justice  system, 
and  high  school  graduation  rates.  The  table  below  provides  the  values  fan  each  of  these  measures 
by  neighborhood.  ’ 

These  five  measures  were  combined  into  an  index  of  need  using;the  iwing  formula,  which 
standardized  the  values  of  the  measures: 

x = C(y-ya)/(yb-ya))*i  oo 


where: 


x = standardized  value  to  be  created  for  measure  for  ejjl^eighbjphfood 
y = value  on  the  specific  measure  of  needfor  each  neigh&61jiB]op^ 
ya=  value  ofy  for  the  neighborhood  witjvldaslneed  on  the  measure 


yb  = value  ofy  for  the  neighborhood  witli^reatestn.eed  on  the  measure 

After  each  measure  in  the  index  was  standardized,  the.yalues  forthe,rneasures2were  summed 
for  each  neighborhood  to  obtain  a totaUndex  value  fSrdhe  neighf#hbpd.rThe  mdex  value  was 
then  averaged  by  dividing  the  total ^index-value  for  each  neighborhood  by.the  number  of 
measures.  The  resulting  indexyalpe  is  presided  in  the  faj§ligbelow.  A high  value  in  the  need 
index  corresponds  to  a higher-lf^gfof  need  fpi  a low  value!#  a lower-level  of  need.  If  a 


neighborhood  had  the  greatest  le\§||p/needt|Leg£h  measufedn  the  index,  their  maximum 
average  for  the  index  would  have  beelf  lOO:^  * 
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Exhibit  14.  Index  of  Need  by  Neighborhood,  2011 


Hayes  Valley/ 
Tenderloin 

94102 

$53,256 

2.4% 

5.2% 

2.7% 

77.8% 

38.79 

South  of  Market 

94103 

$ 65,638 

2.25% 

4.7% 

2.6% 

89.1% 

30.15 

Financial  District 

94104 

$23,681 

0.0% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

100.0% 

20.06 

Downtown 

94105 

$151,734 

0.3% 

0.0% 

ffo.i% 

100.0% 

2.56 

Potrero  Hill 

94107 

$ 128,080 

2.5% 

4.2% 

2.7% 

82.5% 

24.99 

Chinatown 

94108 

$ 37,743 

1.0% 

0 5%  - 

■teb.  °-2% 

85.5% 

27.91 

Russian  Hill/Nob  Hill 

94109 

$ 103,586 

3.1% 

2.9% 

1.3% 

<37.6% 

23.97 

Inner  Mission/Bernal 
Heights 

94110 

$ 77,501 

9.0% 

ggprii.o% 

9.2%  \ 

78.8% 

56.73 

Embarcadero/ 

Gatevya  y 

94111 

$ 118,615 

0.2% 

0.0% 

0.1% 

87.5% 

13.65 

Outer  Mission/ 
Excelsior/lnglesidc 

94112 

$ 81,449 

13.6% 

l 10.4% 

9.8% 

'35.2% 

59.54 

Castro/Noe  Valley 

94114 

$ 154,254 

2.8% 

0.5% 

0.3% 

37.9% 

13.23 

Western  Addition 

94115 

$ 124,158  % 

’ ^ 3.4%--, 

4.9^^ 

3.3% 

76.1% 

31.53 

Parkside/Forest  Hill 

94116 

$ 104,724 

6.5% 

1.9% 

2.3% 

91.2% 

27.07 

Haight/Western 

Addition /Fillmore 

94117 

,J4§ILS1 

% . 

1.9% 

82.2% 

24.98 

Inner 

Richmond/Presidio/ 

Laurel 

94118 

$106,204 

5.0% 

1.4% 

0.6% 

94.9% 

20.45 

Outer  Ric  hmond/Sea 
Cliff 

94121 

$131,483 

_ 5.6%  \ 

k 2M 

1.9% 

93.8% 

20.29 

Sunset 

94122 

$ 53,194 

7.2% 

2.3% 

2.5% 

92.4% 

35.16 

Marina/Cow  Hollojiy||^ 

'r~94l1P| 

2.0%®" 

0.0% 

0.1% 

31.3% 

12.91 

Bayview/Hunters 

Point 

94124 

$74,028 

7.8% 

22.3% 

18.8% 

82.8% 

73.61 

West  Pcrtal/St.  Frantqfl 
Wood 

I#4127 

IP, 

$ '149,041 

3.5% 

0.4% 

0.5% 

91.7% 

12.87 

Presidio 

94129 

$ 126,685 

0.6% 

0.0% 

0.0% 

100.0% 

6.44 

Treasure  Island 

..  JP>13 

0.5% 

1.8% 

1.2% 

62.5% 

42.17 

Twin  Pe  iks/Dfamond 
Heights/Glen  Park 

94131 

$ 128,870 

3.3% 

0.0% 

1.4% 

92.4% 

15.60 

Stonestown/Lake 

Merced 

94132 

$ 90,009 

3.4% 

2.1% 

2.2% 

88.9% 

25.80 

North  Beach/ 

Telegraph  Hill 

94133 

$ 69,828 

2.5% 

2.2% 

2.2% 

93.8% 

24.73 

Visitacion  Valley 

94134 

$62,229 

j 7.9% 

11.8% 

8.1% 

86.5% 

52.66 

1 Source:  American  Community  Survey  (2006-2010).  A CIS  weighted  average  analysis  based  on  the  proportional  area  of  overlap 
was  used  to  transfer  median  family  Income  variables  from  census  tracts  to  zip  codes. 
b Source:  US  Census  Bureau,  2010  Census,  Summary  File  1,  July  2011. 

'Source:  SF  H.S.A.,  August  2011  Oversight  Committee  Report  (Note:  percentages  total  to  less  than  100%,  due  to  other/unknown 
ZIP  codes). 

d Source:  Juvenile  Probation  Department  2010  Annual  Report;  figures  are  for  San  Francisco  youth  only 
'Source  SFUSD.  Grad  rates  = Graduates/Enroll.  Students  who  did  not  graduate  include  students  still  active  In  the  district, 
legitimate  withdrawals  from  district  and  dropouts.  A student  must  satisfy  the  California  State  High  School  Exit  Exam  (CAHSEE) 
requirements  to  have  graduated. 
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Appendix  C:  Citywide  Investment  in  Children  and 
Youth  Services 

One  of  DCYF’s  goals  is  to  promote  greater  coordination  and  collaboration  among  City  departments 
to  ensure  that  dollars  spent  on  services  for  children  and  youth  drive  the  greatest-possible  impact. 
In  order  to  achieve  this  goal,  DCYF  collects  data  on  citywide  investment  on  children  and  youth 
services. 


The  data  for  this  analysis  is  from  the  2011-2012  Budget  Form  3B  submitted  by  city  departments,  as 

well  as  information  provided  directly  from  departments  to  DCYF. 

The  data  collected  through  the  Budget  Form  3B  includes:  a 

• Revenue  source: 

o General  Fund : The  General  Fund  consists  of  all  revenue  collected  by  the  City  and  County 

of  San  Francisco,  including  revenue  sources  sucjffas  property  fex>]business  tax,  sales  tax, 
property  transfer  tax,  hotel  room  tax  and  others.'" 
o Children's  Fund:  The  Children's  Fund  is  a special  fund  that  receivesafpjercentage  of 
property  tax  revenue  collected  each  year  for-tihp  supporfcjpJf children’s  services.  While 
the  vast  majority  of  these  funds  are  awarded  toffommunify-based  organizations 
through  a competitive  bidding  process,  a portiomis:alloc'ated  to  other  City  departments 
to  provide  children’s  services, 

o Children's  Baseline:  The  Children’ s-Baseline  is  a subcategory  of  the  General  Fund 
consisting  of  discretionary  Generahtfund  revenue  .that  is  appropriated  to  support 
children's  services.  Baseline  expenditures  are  1raCKed,sepa?ately  in  the  budget  to  ensure 
that  the  City  does  notreduce^the  levelofGeneral  Fund-discretionary  spending  below 
that  required  by  the^Children's  Amendment.- ' 
o Federal:  Funds  prided  by  federal  agencjel^for  specific  purposes  as  authorized  by 
federal  legislationlCJ^.  JSlL 
o State:  Funds  provideM_-__._-.- 

o Prmp  Funds  pYpHded  by^pfivate  philanthropic  organizations, 
o (Mji @n:  Funding  no?nf|eting  dth^category  definitions. 

• Service  Areasffi^partments  w|p$  asked  to  categorize  their  programs  and  funding  into  the 

following  service^flgas:  jj|| 

o Academic  S upgPft/L i tefacp:  Programs  and  strategies  employed  to  improve  the  literacy 
and  /or  acade"micl|)erf6^mance  of  participating  children  and  youth,  including  libraries, 
o Child  Care:  Fundin^gftiirect  child  care  services  for  children  from  birth  through  five 
years  of  age. 

o Before  and  After  School  (ages  6-13):  Programs  providing  consistent  out  of  school  time 
activities  and  programming  for  school  age  children, 
o Cultural  Enrichment.  Programs  and  activities  promoting  the  cultural  enrichment  of 
children  including  art,  dance,  music,  creative  expression, 
o Employment:  Programs  with  a primary  focus  on  preparing  youth  for  employment 
through  job  readiness  training,  vocational/employment  training,  and/or  work 
experience  opportunities. 

o Family  Support:  Programs  that  are  designed  to  strengthen  families,  helping  parents  to 
raise  their  children,  become  self-sufficient  and  take  an  active  role  In  their  communities. 
These  programs  may  be  providing  respite  or  drop-in  child  care,  parenting  education,  or 
family  case  management  services. 


*gi|| 

pe  apriciesTor  specific  purposes  as  authorized  by  state 
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o Health  - Behavioral:  Programs  whose  primary  purpose  is  to  provide  case  management, 
general  counseling  and  mental  health  services  to  children,  youth  and  families  as  well  as 
crisis  intervention. 

o Health  - Primary  Care:  Programs >v hose  primary  purpose  is  to  provide  primary  health 
services. 

o Recreation:  Programs  whose  primary  purpose  is  to  provide  recreation  opportunities, 
o Shelter,  Supportive  Housing:  Programs  whose  primary  purpose  is  to  provide  shelter  or 
supportive  housing,  and  related  services  to  populations  in  need, 
o Sports  and  Physical  Fitness:  Programs  whose  primary  purpose  is  tp  provide  athletics 
and/or  improve  the  physical  fitness  of  children, 
o Child  Protection:  Any  child  protection  activities  not  included  in  other  categories, 
o Other  Children,  Youth  and  Family  /Activities:  Other  sendees  that  directly  impact  children 
and  youth  but  do  not  fit  into  one  c the  above  categories  A }■ 


While  helpful  as  an  overview  of  the  City’s  investment  in  childijeK’s  services;Uhe  data  have 
limitations  that  are  important  to  keep  in  mind.  The  data.provide  a picture  of Wnere  the  City  is 
spending  its  resources  within  children’s  sen/ices  but  dSTjaot  show  the  rrnpactofthqse  dollars  on 
children  and  youth.  Evaluating  the  quality  or  effectiven'essvof  programs  was  beyondlthe  scope  of 
this  project.  The  data  reflect  budgeted  amounts  for  the  20l|;s2012:  fpfcal  year  for  departments  that 
completed  a Form  3B  or  provided  budget  information  directly  tpjpCYF.  The  data  docs  not  reflect 
recent  budget  changes  that  may  increase  or"d;  crease  some  of  th&amounts  listed  here.  The 

' * ' ’ ’;  programs  categorized  by 
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Exhibit  15.  Total  City  Investment  in  Children  and  Youth  Ages  0-17  By  City  Department,  2011-2012 


DCYF 

$111, 726,7762 

32% 

Human  Services  Agency 

$97,497,596 

28% 

Department  of  Public  Health 

$69,203,764 

20% 

Children  and.Families 

$26,688,006 

8% 

Recreation  & Park 

$14,611,463 

4% 

Public  Library 

$9,784,741 

^gJF  3% 

Police 

$6,030,223 

2% 

Public  Utilities  Commission 

$3,640,000  ^ Ip 

1% 

District  Attorney 

$2,535,743 

0.7% 

juvenile  Probation 

$1,368,182  jf 

a 

Status  of  Women 

$876,273 

0.3% 

Airport  Commission 

_J3SS,284  "£5 

0.1% 

TTX 

$347,554 

0.1% 

Economic  and  Workforce 

01% 

Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing 

$204,280 

0.1% 

Board  of  Supervisors 

$167f|»F 

0.05% 

Department  of  Public  Works 

$123,525 

0.04% 

n San  Francisco  Unified  School  Di 
lout  this  document  may  total  to  si 


:t  transfer  funds. 

ly  more  or  less  than  100%  due  to  rounding. 
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Exhibit  16.  Total  City  Investment  in  Children. land  .Youth  Ages  0-17  By  Service  Area/ 2011-2012 


Child  Care  (all  ages) 

Health — Behavioral 
Family  Support 
City  Funding  for  Schools 
Health— Primary  Care 
Before  and  After  School 
■Employment 
Violence  Prevention  and 
Intervention 

Sheiter/Supportive  Housing 
Cultural  Enrichment 
Sports  and  Physical  Fitness 
Academic  Support/Literacy 
Recreation 
Child  Protection 


$63,874,189 
$£9,673,679 
$S  ,990,950 
$4/  860,000 
$19,000,727 
$17,658,583 
$12,474,812 
$11,397,798 
$9,836,080 
$6,300,429 


4 Other"  includes  the  following  programs:  Board  of  Supervisors'  "Youth  Commission";  Human  Service  Agency’s  "Child 
Care  Provider  Supports,"  "Jobs  Now  LIFT  - Child  Care  Subsidized  Employment,"  "Child  Care  Workforce  Registry," 
"Childcare  Subsidies  Contract  - WAGES  Plus  wage  subsidies,”  "ILSP  Services  for  youth  with  Non-Related  l.egal  Guardians," 
"SSI  Applications  and  Maintenance  for  Foster  Youth,"  "CWS  Partner  (CBOs:  Group  Homes,  FFAs)  Training,"  "Foster  Care 
Mental  Health  - Case  Management  Admin  Support,"  "Visitation  Prog  Evaluator,  Shared  Youth  Database  maintenance,"  "FC 
Health  Care  Team  - Medical  Consultant  for  social  workers,”  “CPS  Medical  Consultation,"  "FC  Health  Care  Team  - Support 
Staff  to  Nurse  Consultants,”  and  "FC  Health  Care  Team  - Nurse  and  Nurse  Mgr  staff  consultants  Match"  programs;  Mayor's 
Office  of  Housing’s  "Community  Youth  Center-San  Francisco  (CYC-SFJ,”  "Lavender  Youth  Rec.  & Info.  Ct.(I.YRIC),"  "Sunset 
District  Comm.  Develop.  Corp.,”  "United  Playaz,"  "Urban  Services  YMCA,"  and  "YMCA  of  San  Francisco  (Bayview)” 
programs;  Police  Department's  "School  Resource  Officers ,(20  Q4),"  and  "Child  Abuse  & Exploitation,  Special  Victims 
Division  (Q62,  Q62,  9 Q52,  4 Q4,  2 1424)"  programs;  Pubiic  Library’s  "Children  & Youth  Services  Baseline"  program;  and 
Status  of  Women’s  "Mission  Neighborhood  Centers,"  "Community  Youth  Center,"  "Horizons  Unlimited,"  "Lavender  Youth 
Recreation  & Information  Center,’’  "San  Francisco  Women  Against  Rape,”  and  “Filipino  Community  Center"  programs. 
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Exhibit  17.  Total  City  Investment  in  Children  and  Youth  Ages  0-17  By  Revenue  Source.  2011-2012 


General  Fund 

$il4,392,!>?2 

33% 

Children’s  Baseline5 

$58,444,620 

17% 

SFUSD  (State  & Federal) 

$42,860,000 

12% 

State 

$38,862,826 

11% 

Children's  Fund 

$37,454,046 

11% 

Federal 

$30,708,029 

9% 

Other 

$22,568,276 

7% 

Private 

$126,000 

jgjF  0.10% 

Total  City  Spending 

- $345,475,447 

100% 

*|l|p 

. rr\ 


s III  fiscal  year  2011  -20 1 2 the  Children's  Baseline  requirement  is  SI  03,150,000,  with  the  actual  reported  as  S 1 1 6,050,833. 
The  baseline  requirement  must  be  met  by  law.  The  amount  reported  here  only  reflects  available  data  provided  by  city 
departments. 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1112-08 


[Urging  Opposition  to  Governor  Brown’s  Proposal  to  Raise  the  Cal  Gram  Threshold] 
Resolution  urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  oppose 
California  Governor  Jerry  Brown’s  proposed  2012-2013  budget  which  would  raise  the 
bar  for  Cal  Grant  financial  aid. 

WHEREAS,  Cal  Grants  are  scholarships  funded  by  the  State  of  California,  and  a small 
portion  from  the  Federal  Government,  used  to  heip  students  pay  for  their  college  tuition  and 
fees;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Cal  Grants  can  be  used  at  any  California  State  University,  California 
Community  College,  University  of  California,  and  other  colleges  that  qualify  in  California;  and, 
WHEREAS,  There  were  approximately  329,300  Cal  Grant  recipients  and  a totai  of 
$1,294,553,000  granted  as  of  2010-1 1;1  and, 

WHEREAS,  In  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  7,1 15  students  were  granted  a 
total  of  $34,425,000  in  Cal  Grants  for  the  2010-201 1 school  year;  and, 

'WHEREAS,  Participation  in  the  Cal  Grant  program  and  costs  have  increased  since 
2004  from  177,000  students  and  $688  million  to  an  estimated  256,000  students  and  $1.6 
billion  in  the  upcoming  year;2  and, 

WHEREAS,  Governor  Brown’s  proposed  budget  for  2012-2013  includes  a reduction  in 
funding  for  the  Cal  Grant  program  by  $131.2  million,  which  will  be  achieved  by  increasing  the 
minimum  GPA  requirement  for  Cal  Grant  in  the  following  way:  for  Cal  Grant  A from  3.0  to 
3.25;  for  Cal  Grant  B from  2.0  to  2.75;  and  for  Cal  Grant  C from  2.4  to  2.75,  which  will  make  it 
harder  for  students  to  qualify;  and, 


1 http://mvw.csac.ca.gov/pubs/forms/arnt  frm/2010-1 1 calqrantsbycaleqislativedistrict.pdf 

2 Rivera,  Carla.  "Budget  Plan  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid."  Los  Angeles  Times.  15  Jan. 
2012.  Web.  10  Feb.  2012.  <http://articles.latimes.com/2012/jan/15/local/la-me-cal-grant-20120115> 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112-08 


WHEREAS,  This  cut  would  also  take  away  the  chance  of  many  students,  especially 
those  from  low-income  families,  to  attend  their  top-choice  school,  due  to  financial  issues;  and, 
WHEREAS,  About  26,600  prospective  UC,  Cal  State  and  Community  College  students 
would  be  affected  by  this  change  in  the  2012-13  academic  year;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  facts  that  the  deadline  for  financial  aid  applications  was  March  2nd, 
2012  and  the  state  budget  won’t  be  finalized  until  the  summer  make  it  difficult  for  many  high 
school  seniors  to  make  a financially  responsible  decision  about  what  college  to  attend  by  the 
May  1st,  2012  deadline  for  state  institutions;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Students  who  are  uninformed  about  this  proposal  will  be  very  likely  to 
choose  to  attend  a college  they  may  not  be  able  to  afford  if  this  proposal  passes;  and, 
WHEREAS,  Since  this  proposal  makes  it  harder  for  students  to  be  eligible  for  Cal 
Grants,  many  students  who  are  already  struggling  to  achieve  academically  would  be  more 
likely  to  drop  out  of  college  and  try  to  find  jobs,  causing  unemployment  rates  to  increase  and 
creating  higher  demands  for  unemployment  benefits;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  and  the  Honorable 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown’s  proposed 
2012-2013  budget  proposal  that  would  raise  the  bar  for  Cal  Grant  financial  aid. 
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FILE  NO.  ' RESOLUTION  NO.  1112-09 

[Urging  Support  for  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act] 

Resolution  Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  support  the  Middle  Class 
Scholarship  Act  proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the  California  Stale  Assembly. 

WHEREAS,  Students  from  middle  class  families  are  often  overlooked,  and  have  great  difficulty 
paying  fer  college;  and 

WHEREAS,  Students  from  higher  income  families  can  often  afford  to  cover  the  tuition  and  fees 
for  colleges,  while  students  from  lower  income  families  can  qualify  for  more  financial  aid  and  grants; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Many  middle  class  students  rely  on  student  loans  to  pay  for  their  tuition,  and  many 
of  them  f inish  school  in  debt;  and 

WHEREAS,  Some  middle  class  students  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  college,  and  eventually  give 
up  on  obtaining  a higher  education;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Plan  will  allow  students  from  middle  class  families 
to  attend  a University  of  California  (UC),  California  State  University  (CSU),  or  Community  College  at  a 
lower  coat,  ensuring  that  their  families  can  save  more  money;  and 

WHEREAS,  Tuition  and  fees  for  college  would  be  cut  down  by  two-thirds  for  middle  class 
students  in  the  UC  and  CSU  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  would  save  UC  students  about  $8,200  a year 
and  CSU  students  about  $4,000  a year;1  and 

WHEREAS,  $150  million  would  be  set  aside  for  Community  Colleges  to  make  it  more 
affordable;  and 

1 "Speaker  PA©rez  Launches  California  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Plan  to  Cut  College  Fees  by  2/3  - Speaker  of 
the  Assembly  John  A.  PA©rez  - Speaker."  Spec  iter  PA©rez  Launches  California  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Plan 
to  Cut  College  Fees  by  2/3.  John  A.  Perez  Press  Release,  08  Feb.  2012.  Web.  10  Feb.  2012. 
<http:/7asmdc.org/speaker/news-room/press-releases/item/2762-speaker-perez-launches-california-middle-class- 
scholarship-plan-to-cut-college-fees-by-2/3>. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112-09 


WHEREAS,  All  students  with  a family  income  of  less  than  $150,000  a year  would  be  eligible  for 
this  program; 2 and 

WHEREAS,  This  plan  would  be  paid  for  by  closing  an  out-of-state  corporate  loop-hole;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  plan  would  create  more  opportunities  and  freedom  for  students  to  reach  out 
for  a higher  education  without  having  to  worry  as  much  about  the  aftermath  of  doing  so;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Honorable  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act,  which  would  make  higher 
education  more  accessible  to  middle  class  students. 


2 "Big  Savings  On  College  Fees."  Middle  Class  Scholarship.  3 Feb.  2012.  Web.  10  Feb.  2012. 
<http://asmdc.org/issues/middleclassscholarship/>. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112-09 


1 [Urging  Support  for  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act] 

2 Resolution  Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  support  the  Middle  Class 

3 Scholarship  Act  proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the  California  State  Assembly. 

4 - 

5 WHEREAS,  Students  from  middle  class  families  are  often  overlooked,  and  have  great  difficulty 

6 paying  for  college;  and 

7 WHEREAS,  Students  from  higher  income  families  can  often  afford  to  cover  the  tuition  and  fees 

8 for  colleges,  while  students  from  lower  income  families  can  qualify  for  more  financial  aid  and  grants; 

9 and 

1 0 VVHEREAS,  Many  middle  class  students  rely  on  student  loans  to  pay  for  their  tuition,  and  many 

11  of  them  finish  school  in  debt;  and 

12  WHEREAS,  Some  middle  class  students  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  college,  and  eventually  give 

13  up  on  obtaining  a higher  education;  and 

14  WHEREAS,  The  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Plan  will  allow  students  from  middle  class  families 

15  to  attend  a University  of  California  (UC),  California  State  University  (CSU),  or  Community  College  at  a 

16  lower  cost,  ensuring  that  their  families  can  save  more  money;  and 

1 7 WHEREAS,  T uitiori  and  fees  for  collage  would  be  cut  down  by  two-thirds  for  middle  class 

1 8 students  in  the  UC  and  CSU  system;  and 

1 9 WHEREAS,  The  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  would  save  UC  students  about  $8,200  a year 

20  and  CSU  students  about  $4,000  a year;1  and 

21  VVHEREAS,  $150  million  would  be  sat  aside  for  Community  Colleges  to  make  it  more 

22  affordable;  and 

23  

1 "Speaker  PA©rez  Launches  California  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Plan  to  Cut  College  Fees  by  2/3  - Speaker  of 

24  the  Assembly  John  A.  PA©rez  - Speaker."  Speaker  PA©rez  Launches  California  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Plan 
to  Cut  College  Fees  by  2/3.  John  A.  Perez  Press  Release,  08  Feb.  2012.  Web.  10  Feb.  2012. 

25  <http://asmdc.orv3/speaker/news-room/press-releases/item/2762-speaker-perez-launches-california-middle-class- 
scholarship-plan-to-cut-coliege-fees-by-2/3>. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112-09 


WHEREAS,  All  students  with  a family  income  of  less  than  $150,000  a year  would  be  eligible  for 
this  program; 2 and 

WHEREAS,  This  plan  would  be  paid  for  by  closing  an  out-of-state  corporate  loop-hole;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  plan  would  create  more  opportunities  and  freedom  for  students  to  reach  out 
for  a higher  education  without  having  to  worry  as  much  about  the  aftermath  of  doing  so;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Honorable  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act,  which  would  make  higher 
education  more  accessible  to  middle  class  students. 


2 "Big  Savings  On  College  Fees."  Middle  Class  Scholarship.  3 Feb.  2012.  Web.  10  Feb.  2012. 
<http://asmdc.org/issues/middleclassscholarship/>. 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—10 


[Calling  an  the  Mayor  arid  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  Launch  a Local  SF  Summer  Jcbs+  Campaign] 
Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  launch  a local  San  Francisco 
Summer  Jobs+  campaign  by  identifying  private  and  public  sector  funds,  securing  private 
sector  job  opportunities,  and  developing  infrastructure  to  manage  internships— as  to  increase 
the  summer  employment  opportunities  for  San  Francisco’s  young  people. 


VVHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  youth  job  rate  is  at  its  lowest  in  more  than  60  years,  with  33%  of 
the  City's;  job  seeking  youth  officially  unemployed;1  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  two  largest  internship  programs,  San  Francisco  YouthWorks  and 
the  Mayor's  Youth  Employment  and  Education  Program  (MYEEP),  turned  away  over  2,000  youth  who 
applied  . to  work  last  summer;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce  Development’s  summer  youth 
employment  programs  received  1,100  applications  for  400  positions;  and 

VVHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  youth  consistently  prioritize  employment 

over  any  other  policy  need;2  and 

WHEREAS,  Nationwide  there  are  6.7  million  transitionally  aged  youth  disconnected  from 

education  and  work;3and 

WHEREAS,  Disconnected  transitionally  aged  youth’s  burden  costs  the  United  States  taxpayer 
1.56  billion,  with  an  additional  social  burden  valued  at  4.75  million;4  and 


1 Crawford,  Amy.  "San  Francisco  Youth  Unemployment  Picture  Dire  as  Economy  Flails."  San  Francisco 
Examiner:  Web.  07  Sept.  2011.  <http://www.sfexaminer.com/local/2011/09/sf-youth-unemployment-picture-dire- 

economy-fiails>. 

2 "Fall  2011  Student  Survey."  San  Francisco  Youth  Empowerment  Fund.  Web.  03  Feb.  2012. 
<http://yefsf.org/F11survey_youthemployment.html>. 

3 Belfield,  Clive  R.,  Henry  M.  Levin,  and  Rachel  Rosen.  The  Economic  Value  of  Opportunity  Youth.  Serve.gov. 
Jan.  2012.  Web.  27  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.serve.gov/new- 
images/councii/pdf/econ_value_opportunity_youth.pdf>. 

4 Belfield,  Clive  R.,  Henry  M.  Levin,  and  Rachel  Rosen.  The  Economic  Value  of  Opportunity  Youth.  Serve.gov. 
Jan.  2012.  Web.  27  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.serve.gov/new- 
images/counci!/pdf/econ_value_cpportunity_youih.pdf>. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—10 


WHEREAS,  Many  disconnected  youth  ages  16-24  are  not  represented  in  employment  statistics 
because  the  competitive  current  job  market  had  dissuaded  them  from  even  searching  for  work;  and 
WHEREAS,  Nationally  summer  unemployment  is  at  its  highest  rate  since  1948,  with  only  49% 
of  youth  16-24  employed  in  July — the  busiest  youth  job  month  of  the  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  Unemployment  nation-wide  is  even  greater  among  youth  of  color,  with  only  35%  of 
African  American  youth  and  43%  of  Latino  youth  employed  this  July;  and 

WHEREAS,  Being  unemployed  as  a youth  will  significantly  reduce  one's  earnings  potential  as 
an  adult;  and 

WHEREAS,  Youth  workforce  development  programs  provide  a springboard  for  future 
employment  opportunities;  and 

WHEREAS,  During  past  Mayoral  terms,  San  Francisco  successfully  created  public-private 
partnerships  to  provide  summer  youth  workforce  development  programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Former  Mayor  Brown  raised  over  $1  million  for  subsidized  youth  employment 
opportunities  through  local  corporations  partnering  with  the  city  in  his  Say  Youth  Employment  for  the 
Summer  (Say  YES)  campaign  launched  in  May  2000;* 5  and 

WHEREAS,  Former  Mayor  Newsom  secured  funding  for  over  120  youth  jobs  in  his  Mayor's 
Vocational  Program  by  making  personal  phone  calls  to  local  businesses  in  2004;6  and 

WHEREAS,  New  York  Governor  Andrew  Cuomo  recently  launched  the  New  York  Youth  Works 
program — a statewide  program  to  combat  the  high  unemployment  rates  among  inner  city  youth  in 


6 Lelchuk,  llene.  "Teen  Summer  Jobs  Need  $1.2  Million."  www.SFGate.com.  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  19  May 

2000.  Web.  28  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/e/a/2000/05/19/BUSINESS4540.dtl>. 

6 Mayor's  Press  Office.  "PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086  A«  Office  of  the 

Mayor ." PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086  A«  Office  of  the  Mayor.  Mayor's  Press  Office,  13  Apr.  2004. 
Web.  28  Feb.  2012. 

<http://sfmayor.Org/ftp/archive/209.126.225.7/archives/PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086/index.html>. 
Commissioners  Armstrong,  Huey,  Persky,  Shackelford 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—10 


communities  across  New  York,  providing  $65  million  for  youth  job  training  programs  and  $25  million  in 
tax  credits  for  businesses  that  hire  unemployed  and  disadvantaged  youth;7  anti 

WHEREAS,  On  January  31,  2012,  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  a resolution  supporting 
the  design  of  President  Obama’s  Summer  Jobs+  plan,  and  stating  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  will 
“work  (o. develop  a similar  plan  in  San  Francisco  in  order  to  promote  youth  employment  in  San 
Francisco”;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Japanese  Community  Youth  Council  (including  MYEEP,  YouthWorks,  and 
many  other  significant  youth  employment  programs)  has  called  for  a SF  Summer  Jobs-?-  Campaign  to 
create  new  summer  jobs  for  San  Francisco's  youth;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission,  various  youth  service  providers,  youth 
advocates,  and  young  people  support  the  City’s  commitment  to  launch  a local  San  Francisco  Summer 
Jobs+  campaign;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign  would  help  to  address  the  pressing,  universally 
acknowledged  need  for  youth  workforce  development  programs;  now,  therefore  be  it, 

FiESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  San  Francisco 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  mobilize  a campaign  to  raise  at  least  $2.25  million  in  new  funding  from  private 
sector  companies  in  San  Francisco,  as  to  subsidize  summer  internship  opportunities  in  a diversity  of 
settings  and;  be  it  further, 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  include  the  following  as  goals  for  the  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign:  400  new  youth  jobs 
or  internships  in  local  companies,  400  additional  subsidized  youth  jobs  or  internships  funded  by 
contributions  from  local  private  sector  companies,  and  100  additional  paid  internships  in  City 
government  supported  by  public  funding,  and;  be  it  further, 

7 Governors  Press  Office.  "Governor  Cuomo  Launches  NY  Youth  Works  Program  to  Address  Inner  City  Jobs 
Crisis."  Governor  Andrew  M.  Cuomo.  Governor's  Press  Office,  23  Jan.  2012.  Web.  28  Feb.  2012 
<http://www.governor.ny.gov/press/1232012JobsCrisis>. 
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RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  catalyze  the  private  sector  to  create  summer  jobs  for  youth  by  publically  committing 
support  to  the  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign,  and;  be  it  finally, 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  work  with  youth  employment  organizations,  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
(SFUSD),  Career  Technical  Education  Department,  The  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce 
Development  (OEWD),  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area,  and  other  youth  employment  providers  to 
determine  the  best  strategy  to  scale  up  existing  summer  youth  employment  efforts,  as  to  efficiently 
manage  the  increase  job  volume  of  the  summer  period. 


Commissioners  Armstrong,  Huey,  Persky,  Shackelford 
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Document  (a 

FIL  E NO.  MOTION  NO.  1 112—03 


[Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony] 

Motion: 

Shali  the  Youth  Commission  establish  the  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  to  (1)  recognize  youth  for 
outstanding  civic  engagement  in  their  community,  (2)  empower  youth  to  take  a more  active  role  in  their 
community  and  (3)  spread  the  name  of  the  Youth  Commission?  Furthermore,  shall  the  Youth 
Commission  hold  the  Award  Ceremony  during  its  regularly  scheduled  meeting  on  May  21 £l? 


Supplemental  Information: 

Purpose 

The  purpose  of  the  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  is:  to  recognize  one  young  person  (age  12-23)  from 
each  Supervisorial  district  of  San  Francisco  who  has  demonstrated  excellent  leadership  and  strong 
civic  engagement  in  her  community;  to  inspire  other  youth  to  become  more  involved  community 
improvement;  and  to  increase  awareness  of  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission. 

Timeline 

* Outreach  is  essential!  Start  spreading  the  word  now.  Community  Outreach  and  Media  & Public 
Relations  Officers  will  keep  you  updated  on  ways  to  outreach. 

*April  2,  2012  - Announced  at  the  Youth  Commission  Budget  Hearing 

*April  3C,  2012  - Applications  due 

*May  7,  2012  - Award  recipients  announced 

*May  21 . 201 2 - Award  Ceremony 


Commissioners  Brodwin,  LaCroi;;,  Yang,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  Minutes 

Monday,  March  1 9, 20 1 2 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEP 

APR  ~ 2 2012 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairwoman  Leah  La  Croix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:20pm. 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Jonathan  Baer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion, 
Betty  Huey,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Javonte  Holloway,  Leah  LaCroix,  Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun.  Commissioners 
absent:  Robin  Bonner,  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang.  Commissioners  tardy:  Rene  Ontiveros  (arrived 
at  5:24pm).  There  was  quorum.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  approve 
the  agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 


A.  Monday,  March  5,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 


Commissioner  Persky,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  of  March  5,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  none. 


5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
There  was  none. 


6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  asked  Commissioner  Persky  to  update  the  commission  on  his  recent 
meeting  with  Mayor  Ed  Lee  and  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  coalition.  Commissioner  Persky 
shared  that  he  attended  a meeting  on  Wednesday,  March  14th,  2012  with  Mayor  Ed  Lee  and 


'Youth  Commission 


the  Free  MUNI  for  Youth  Coalition,  to  discuss  the  Mayor’s  views  on  free  MUNI  for  youth  in 
San  Francisco.  Overall,  the  Mayor  responded  positively  to  the  free  MUNI  for  youth 
movement  from  youth  in  San  Francisco  and  coalition  members. 

Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  Mario  Yedidia,  then  updated  the  commission  on  all  other 
Youth  Commission  legislation  work.  Mr.  Yedidia  started  with  resolution  1112-07  Prioritizing 
Youth  Involvement  Plans  During  Business  Negotiations,  which  was  adopted  by  the  Youth 
Commission  at  the  March  5th,  2012  meeting.  This  Youth  Commission’s  Youth  Employment 
Committee  planned  to  ask  a Supervisor  to  introduce  it  at  a future  Board  of  Supervisors 
meeting.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  moved  on  to  update  the  commission  on  resolution  1112-06 
Urging  Access  to  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center's  Outdoor  Recreation  Areas,  adopted  by  the 
Youth  Commission  on  March  5,  2012.  The  work  of  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  on  this 
resolution  was  featured  in  a New  York  Times  article  published  on  February  25,  2012. 
Commissioner  Carrion  has  also  heard  that  some  of  the  youth  at  the  Juvenile  Justice  Center 
have  been  using  the  side  court  yards.  As  for  access  to  the  main  outdoor  recreation  areas, 
youth  will  not  be  able  to  access  it  until  capital  improvements  have  been  made.  Director 
Yedidia  concluded  this  item  by  sharing  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  David 
Chiu,  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  work  on  this  resolution  and  would  be  happy  to 
continue  to  support  the  commission  on  this  issue.  Mr.  Yedidia  thanked  the  commission  for 
their  work  and  urged  them  to  continue  working  hard. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families’  (DCYF) 

Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan  (CSAP) 

Presenters:  Maria  Su,  Director,  DCYF;  Max  Rocha,  Deputy  Director,  DCYF 
(Document  B) 

Maria  Su,  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF), 
reminded  them  that  the  presentation  of  the  Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan  (CSAP)  is 
mandated  by  the  City  Charter.  Director  Su  then  gave  an  introduction  to  the  2013-2016 
Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan  (CSAP),  a document  containing  funding  priorities 
and  outcomes  for  DCYF,  based  on  the  needs  identified  in  the  Community  Needs 
Assessment  (CNA).  DCYF  worked  with  and  gathered  feedback  from  community  based 
organizations,  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  city  departments  and  other 
stakeholders.  DCYF  was  able  to  gather  and  analyze  data  to  supplement  information 
from  the  CNA  that  would  help  the  department’s  work  on  their  priorities. 

DCYF’s  service  areas  include,  Early  Care  and  Education,  Out-of-School  Time  (OST), 
Youth  leadership,  Empowerment  & Development  (Y-LEaD),  Children  & Family  Supports, 
Health  & Nutrition  (FS),  Violence  Prevention  and  Intervention  (VPI),  and  Systems 
Development.  Director  Su  then  gave  an  overview  of  the  Department’s  funding  allocation 
and  strategies. 

There  were  no  clarifying  questions.  Commissioners  thanked  Director  Su  for  her 
presentation. 

Director  Su  concluded  by  thanking  the  Youth  Commission  for  the  their  support  and  hard 
work  on  Youth  Advocacy  Day  (Thursday,  March  15,  2012).  Su  stated  that  she  has  heard 
a lot  of  positive  feedback  from  everyone  involved  in  the  event,  and  appreciated  the 


commissioners  who  volunteered  their  time  to  lead  workshops  on  that  day.  Director  Su 
also  brought  extra  Youth  Advocacy  Day  t shirts  to  share. 

B.  Presentation  on  the  Larkin  Street  Youth  Sen/ices  Youth  Advisory  Board’s  Work  on 
Creating  a Voice  for  Homeless  Youth  and  Health  Education 
Presenters  Maria  del  Rio,  Youth  Advisory  Board  Coordinator,  Larkin  Street  Youth 
Advisory  Board,  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services 
(Document  C) 

Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  (LSYS)  Coordinator  of  Youth  Advisory  Board,  Maria  del 
Rio,  started  the  presentation  with  a brief  introduction  to  the  LSYS  and  the  Youth 
Advisory  Board  (YAB)  members.  Ms.  Rio  stated  that  the  YAB  was  very  excited  to  attend 
the  Youth  Commission  meeting  as  they  have  been  inspired  by  the  advocacy  work  of  the 
commissioners.  YAB  members  include  Taylor  Brown,  Kevin  Hardesty,  Emmi  Bevensee. 
and  Barbara  Chea,  all  clients  with  LSYS  who  work  together  to  make  recommendations 
to  LSYS  programs  and  staff.  Their  goal  is  to  make  individual  programs  of  LSYS  work  for 
all  clients. 

YAB  members  Taylor  Brown,  Kevin  Hardesty,  and  Emmi  Bevensee  then  explained  the 
work  of  their  board,  which  included  a health  pamphlet  for  youth  to  use  as  a resource  to 
find  available  clinics  in  the  city,  and  the  launch  of  their  online  newsletter  Yabble  Connect 
(http://vabbleconnect.kontribune.com/)  which  is  used  as  an  outlet  and  resource  for 
homeless  youth  in  San  Francisco.  The  newsletter  currently  has  art  work  and  poetry  by 
youth,  as  well  as  community  events. 

Ms.  Rio  then  thanked  the  commissioner  for  their  time  and  work. 

Commissioners  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  and  Holloway  asked  clarifying  questions  about 
YAB  advocacy  work  and  services  provided  by  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services, 

The  biggest  goal  for  YAB  is  to  work  on  creating  an  “over  age”  drop  in  space  for  youth 
who  are  older  than  20  years  old.  Currently,  if  you  are  a youth  over  20  years  old,  you  are 
kicked  out  of  a drop  in  space.  The  YAB  have  been  looking  for  ways  to  get  support  and 
work  on  increasing  the  age  limit  so  that  older  clients,  particularly  youth  ages  18-24,  can 
also  have  a safe  space  to  hang  out. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  then  thanked  the  YAB  for  the  completion  of  their  new  projects  and 
for  presenting  to  the  commission. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — 08— Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  Oppose  California  Governor  Jerry  Brown's  Proposed 
2012-2013  Budget  Proposal  Which  Would  Raise  the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid 
(Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  D) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

Commissioner  Sun  provided  brief  context  behind  the  resolution.  Sun  then  read  the 
resolution  into  the  public  record. 


Chairwoman  then  laid  out  the  format  for  any  clarifying  questions  and  comments  from 
Commissioners. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  about  the  resolution.  Commissioner  Carrion 
shared  with  Commissioner  Sun  that  although  he  respects  her  working  on  the  resolution, 
he  feels  that  there  simply  isn’t  enough  money  in  the  state’s  budget  and  that  students 
should  be  working  harder  to  raise  their  GPA  to  qualify  for  Cal  Grants.  Commissioner 
Shackelford  agreed.  Commissioners  Tu  Mutch,  Baer,  and  Armstrong  expressed  support 
for  Commissioner  Sun’s  resolution,  stating  that  students  with  the  highest  needs  and  who 
are  struggling  financially  should  get  all  the  help  they  need  to  finish  college.  They  agreed 
that  it’s  important  to  still  provide  access  to  higher  education  for  youth  with  the  lowest 
GPA.  Commissioner  Persky  pointed  out  to  his  peers  that  their  roles  limit  them  to  offer 
input  and  advise  on  issues  affecting  young  people. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Sun  urged  her  peers  to  help  pass  the  resolution  as  it  is  time  sensitive. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  adopt 
the  resolution.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - 
Armstrong,  Baer,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch, 
Ontiveros,  Persky,  and  Sun.  No’s  (3)  - Brodwin,  Carrion,  Shackelford. 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112-09 — Urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor 
to  Support  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  Proposed  by  Speaker  John  A.  Perez  of  the 
California  State  Assembly  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action)  (Document  E) 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Sun 

Commissioner  Sun  provided  some  context  behind  this  resolution,  then  asked 
Commissioner  Liang  to  read  the  resolution. 

Commissioner  Liang  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Public  Comment: 

Emmi  Bevensee,  a Larkin  Street  Youth  Sen/ices  Youth  Advisory  Board  member,  shared 
that  she  felt  the  language  of  the  resolution  seemed  to  justify  the  Middle  Class 
scholarship  based  on  the  assumed  privilege  of  the  lower  class,  based  on  their  access  to 
financial  aid  and  grants.  She  stated  that  families,  who  were  not  able  to  afford  college, 
are  still  struggling,  and  not  able  to  support  their  children  in  college.  Bevensee  felt  that 
the  resolution  would  benefit  if  the  language  of  it  reflected  this. 

Commissioner  Sun  then  expressed  that  the  Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act  would  still 
cover  lower  income  families  because  the  scholarship  is  available  to  those  making 
$150,000  and  under. 

After  public  comment  was  closed,  Chairwoman  LaCroix  expressed  that  she  would  like  to 
add  an  amendment  to  the  resolution,  on  page  1,  line  17,  to  state  “Whereas  under  the 
Middle  Class  Scholarship  Act,  “ and  then  elaborate  in  text  what  the  Middle  Class 


scholarship  act  is. 

Commissioner  LaCroix,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  motioned  to 
amend  the  resolution  by  adding  the  following  “Whereas  under  the  Middle  Class 
Scholarship  Act,”  on  page  1,  line  17,  and  then  have  Commissioner  Sun  elaborate  more 
on  what  the  Act  is.  This  motion  passed  unanimously  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes 
(15) -Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  motioned  to  adopt  this 
resolution  as  amended.  This  motion  passed  unanimously  on  the  following  roll  call  vote: 
Ayes  (15)  - Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix, 
Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun. 

C.  [First  Reading)  Resolution  1 1 12-10-Calling  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
to  Launch  a Local  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  F) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioner  Armstrong,  Huey,  Persky,  Shackelford 

Commissioner  Armstrong  then  provided  some  context  for  this  resolution.  The  Youth 
Employment  Committee  has  been  working  on  this  resolution  for  the  last  month  and  have 
been  in  conversation  with  various  youth  employment  service  providers,  including  Alvin 
Woo,  Director  of  the  Mayor’s  Youth  Employment  and  Education  Program  (MYEEP). 

Mr.  Yedidia  also  shared  that  various  community  based  organizations  and  department 
officials,  and  the  White  House  Community  Solutions  Council,  have  been  participating  in 
many  meetings  around  the  city  to  discuss  what  a local  Summer  Jobs+  would  look  like. 

Commissioners  Armstrong,  Persky,  Shackelford,  and  Huey,  then  read  the  resolution  into 
the  public  record. 

After  the  reading,  Commissioner  Shackelford  shared  that  the  resolution  was  emailed  to 
DCYF  (Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families)  staff  last  Friday  for  feedback 
Feedback  included  changing  “$2.25  million”  to  “$1.25  million”  on  page  3,  line  16,  as  the 
“$2.25  million"  figure  might  be  an  unrealistic  goal  to  meet  in  three  months.  Commissioner 
Ontiveros  asked  where  the  “$2.25  million”  figure  came  from.  Shackelford  explained  that 
this  figure  is  a goal  to  fund  at  least  900  new  summer  youth  employment  positions,  which 
came  from  the  Summer  Jobs+  campaign  work  that  some  community  based 
organizations  has  been  working  on. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  asked  staff  clarifying  questions  on  how  to  make  amendments 
to  the  resolution  and  what  the  appropriate  course  of  action  would  be. 

Mr.  Yedidia  responded  to  provide  more  clarity  on  the  committee’s  work  with  the  Summer 
Jobs+  campaign.  This  committee  has  been  working  closely  with  a number  of  community 
based  organizations  and  youth  employment  service  providers  in  San  Francisco  to 
support  a local  Summer  Jobs+  program.  This  resolution  is  supporting  a local  Summer 
Jobs+,  as  well  as  asks  to  raise  at  least  $2.25  million  to  help  fund  at  least  900  new  youth 
jobs  in  San  Francisco,  and  to  inject  more  specificity  into  what  a local  Summer  Jobs+ 
would  look  like.  Mr.  Yedidia  reminded  commissioners,  that  the  Youth  Commission 
adopted  the  resolution  to  have  a local  Summer  Jobs+  on  January  9,  2012. 


Chairwoman  LaCroix  then  gave  the  floor  to  Glenn  Eagleson,  Senior  Planner  and  Policy 
Analyst  of  DCYF  and  Alvin  Woo,  Director  of  MYEEP,  both  of  whom  have  been  involved 
in  the  conversations  and  work  around  a local  Summer  Jobs+. 

Mr.  Eagleson  introduced  himself  to  the  commission  and  shared  that  the  Mayor’s  Office 
and  different  departments  have  definitely  been  on  the  same  page  and  listened  to  the 
commission’s  support  of  summer  youth  employment  in  the  private  sector  and  Summer 
Jobs+  . Meetings  to  talk  about  the  implementation  of  a local  Summer  Jobs+  have  also 
been  taking  place  since  January.  The  Obama  Administration’s  work  on  the  Summer 
Jobs  + campaign  is  a large  national  effort  to  get  employers  to  make  a commitment,  but 
there  wasn’t  a mechanism  to  help  make  that  commitment  trickle  down  to  a smaller  city 
like  San  Francisco.  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area  has  been  convening  meetings  in  San 
Francisco,  to  help  advise  the  Council  on  Community  Solutions  on  what  should  be  done 
for  opportunity  youth  nationwide.  There  have  been  meetings  with  employers,  community 
providers,  and  youth.  Mr.  Eagleson  has  been  attending  these  meetings  and  has  seen 
commitment  from  employers  to  hire  young  people  locally.  Currently,  there  is  work  on 
asking  businesses  that  may  not  be  able  to  hire  a young  person,  but  may  be  able  to  help 
with  contribution  of  funds  to  subsidize  an  internship  for  a student  at  the  San  Francisco 
Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  or  youth  employment  programs.  A possible 
announcement  of  plans  for  a local  Summer  Jobs+  is  in  early  April.  He  concluded  that  all 
in  all,  there  has  been  a lot  of  work  on  planning  for  implementation  of  a local  Summer 
Jobs+. 

Mr.  Woo  then  came  to  the  podium  to  provide  more  clarity  on  his  work  on  the  Summer 
Jobs+  campaign  with  different  service  providers  and  the  Youth  Commission’s  Youth 
Employment  Committee.  He  explained  that  the  $2.25  million  figure  comes  from  the  value 
of  how  much  it  would  cost  to  have  900  paid  opportunities  for  youth,  which  is  based  on 
about  $2500  per  youth. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  asked  a clarifying  question  about  whether  or  not  the  900 
employment  opportunities  would  continue  on  after  summer. 

Mr.  Woo  responded  that  the  focus  of  this  Summer  Jobs+  initiative  is  on  getting  summer 
employment  opportunities  for  youth.  The  hope  is  to  have  employment  opportunities  for 
youth  beyond  the  summer,  but  the  focus  right  now  is  to  start  with  summer  employment 
as  to  align  with  President  Obama’s  national  Summer  Jobs+  campaign. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  asked  to  see  a copy  of  the  one  pager  that  Mr.  Woo  presented 
to  the  youth  employment  committee.  Mr.  Woo  explained  that  the  Japanese  Community 
Youth  Council  (JCYC)  had  put  together  a one  page  document,  which  was  partially 
requested  by  the  Mayor,  to  present  what  the  organization’s  priorities  are.  He  would  be 
happy  to  share  that  document  with  the  Commission. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  asked  for  clarification  from  the  Youth  Employment  Committee 
on  whether  or  not  they  were  planning  on  amending  the  resolution  to  reflect  the  feedback 
from  DCYF.  Commissioner  Shackelford  stated  that  she  would  like  to  stick  with  the  "$2.25 
million”  figure  as  the  figure  is  a goal  they  would  be  asking  the  Mayor  to  request  from  the 


private  sector  and  in  the  spirit  of  advocating  for  youth  employment;  she  would  like  this 
commission  to  shoot  for  the  stars  and  aim  their  goal  high. 


Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Persky,  moved  to  suspend  the 
bylaws  and  consider  this  resolution  on  its  first  reading.  This  motion  was  adopted 
unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15)  - Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin, 
Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch, 
Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun. 

Commissioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  motioned  to  adopt  the 
resolution.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes 
(15)  - Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun. 

D.  1 1 1 2 — M3— Sponsoring  the  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
(Document  G) 

Sponsors  and  Presenters:  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  Bonner 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  provided  some  context  to  the  Youth  of  the  Year  Award.  The 
Executive  Committee  decided  it  would  be  thoughtful  to  award  a young  person  who  has 
demonstrated  excellence. 

Chair  LaCroix  then  read  the  motion  to  sponsor  the  Youth  of  the  Year  award  into  the 
public  record. 


Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions.  Commissioners  Brodwin,  LaCroix,  and  Tu 
Mutch  shared  that  there  will  be  an  application  for  youth  to  fill  out  for  themselves  or  for 
others  to  nominate  a youth  for  the  award.  The  committee’s  plan  is  to  have  a hard  copy 
as  well  as  an  electronic  copy  to  share  with  their  peers.  The  inspiration  for  the  award  also 
came  from  the  Human  Rights  Commission  Hero  awards.  Currently  there  is  no  budget  for 
the  awards  ceremony.  The  Executive  Committee  would  like  to  present  the  award  at  a 
regular  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  in  room  416,  and  the  Executive  Committee  would 
be  selecting  awardees  at  a regular  committee  meeting,  other  commissioners  are  more 
than  welcome  to  aid  in  the  selection  process. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix,  moved  to  approve  the 
motion  to  sponsor  a Youth  of  the  Year  Award.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the 
following  roll  call:  Ayes  (14) -Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus, 
Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Pesrky,  Shackelford,  Sun.  No’s  (1)- 
Marshall-Fricker. 


There  was  no  public  comment. 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Mr.  Yedidia  started  the  staff  report  by  thanking  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Bonner,  Huey, 
LaCroix,  Shackelford,  and  Ontiveros  for  all  participating  and  volunteering  their  time  on  Youth 
Advocacy  Day.  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Shackelford,  and  Ontiveros  all  shared  that  it  was 
definitely  a wonderful  and  successful  event. 

Mr,  Yedidia  then  shared  that  the  Youth  Commission  and  Police  Commission  joint  hearing  of 


March  7,  2012  was  a success  and  thanked  the  1 1 commissioners  who  attended  the  joint 
hearing  to  help  make  quorum.  A memo  was  sent  out  this  morning  to  the  Police  Commission,  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  and  the  Mayor.  Mr.  Yedidia  shared  that  the  focus  of  the  memo  was  really 
a list  of  recommendations  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  felt  strongly  about,  one  of  which  is  a 
more  comprehensive  training  for  police  officers  on  child/brain  development.  Commissioners 
Ontiveros,  Holloway,  and  Carrion  all  chimed  in  to  reiterate  the  goals  of  the  Youth  Justice 
Committee,  and  thanked  their  peers  for  their  participation  and  support. 

Mr.  Yedidia  reported  that  the  next  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  will  take  place  on  April  2, 
2012,  the  day  that  the  commissioner  had  voted  to  have  the  youth  budget  town  hall.  He 
emphasized  that  for  this  event  to  be  successful  there  needs  to  be  a lot  of  work  and  will  require  a 
lot  of  outreach.  On  April  3,  2012  at  1:00  pm,  there  will  be  an  MTA  Board  meeting  where  the  vote 
on  free  muni  for  youth  will  take  place.  There  will  be  a rally  at  4pm  on  this  day.  Commissioners 
are  urged  to  attend.  Committee  budget  and  policy  priorities  are  also  due  on  Friday,  March  23, 
2012.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  shared  that  DCYF  will  be  taking  a group  of  young  people,  including  the 
Youth  Advisory  Council  members  (YACers)  on  a trip  to  Sacramento  on  Tuesday,  April  10,  2012. 
Commissioners  were  invited  to  attend  and  staff  will  be  taking  names  down  now.  Commissioners 
Brodwin,  Armstrong,  Carrion,  Sun,  and  LaCroix  all  expressed  interest.  Staff  report  was 
concluded  with  a reminder  that  the  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  application  will  be  due  on 
Friday,  April  13,  2012  and  the  office  still  has  not  received  a single  application  yet. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  March  14,  2012,  4:00pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345A 

Commissioner  Brodwin  urged  her  commissioners  to  follow  through  with  the  outreach 
plan  and  to  work  hard  on  outreach  efforts  for  the  upcoming  budget  town  hall. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting: 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  the  committee  will  now  be  working  on  budget  and 
policy  priorities. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  April  11,  2012,  4:30-7:00pm, 
City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  some  committee  members  were  able  to  meet  with 
Coleman  Advocates  staff  Christina  Canaveral  last  week  to  learn  more  about  Coleman's 
work  as  it  relates  to  immigrants.  The  committee  has  plans  to  meet  with  the  Immigration 
Rights  Commission,  and  will  be  working  hard  on  budget  and  policy  priorities. 

D.  Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation  and  Recreation);  next  meeting: 
Wednesday,  March  21, 4:30-6:30pm,  City  Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Baer  shared  that  the  committee  will  be  working  on  budget  and  policy 
priorities,  and  continue  to  focus  on  TAY  housing  and  homelessness. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Tuesday,  March  20,  2012,  4:30pm  City 
Hall,  room  345 


Commissioner  Armstrong  thanked  her  peers  for  support  on  the  committee’s  Summer 
Jobs+  resolution.  She  invited  peers  to  join  any  upcoming  youth  employment  committee 
for  feedback  and  suggestions,  as  the  committee  is  more  than  happy  to  collaborate  with 
other  commissioners. 

F.  Student  Support,  Health  and  Facilities  Committee;  next  meeting: 

555  Franklin  St.,  3rd  Floor 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Persky  shared  that  the  YAC  is  currently  in  Youth  Vote  data  season. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

Chair  LaCroix  reminded  her  commissioners  that  the  March  7,  2012  joint  hearing  was 
scheduled  as  a full  YC  meeting. 

A.  Commissioner  Baer,  Monday,  March  5,  2012 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  he  had  that  week  off  from  school  and  was  using  the 
time  to  look  at  colleges  out  of  state.  He  was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  of  March  5, 
2012  as  he  was  out  of  town. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  authorize 
this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Commissioner  Baer,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  he  had  that  week  off  from  school  and  was  using  the 
time  to  look  at  colleges  out  of  state.  He  was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  of  March  7, 
2012  as  he  was  out  of  town. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  authorize 
this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  going  through  a lot  on  this  date  and  was 
unable  to  attend  the  joint  hearing. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  authorize 
this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

D.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Tuesday,  February  21,  2012 

Commissioner  Carrion  explained  that  he  was  unable  to  attend  this  meeting  because  he 
was  on  a plane  coming  from  an  out  of  town  trip  from  Seattle.  Commissioner,  Tu  Mutch, 
seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion 
was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


E.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  March  5,  2012 
Commissioner  Carrion  did  not  ask  for  this  absence  to  be  authorized. 

F.  Commissioner  Huey,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

Commissioner  Huey  explained  that  she  was  at  a Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory 
Board  (YEFAB)  meeting,  a commitment  that  she  has  every  Wednesday,  and  was  unable 
to  attend  this  meeting.  Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun, 
moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

G.  Commissioner  Liang,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

Commissioner  Liang  explained  that  had  to  miss  this  meeting  because  she  had  to  babysit 
her  younger  brother.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved 
to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

H.  Commissioner  Sun,  Monday,  March  5,  2012 

Commissioner  Sun  explained  that  she  was  at  the  dentist  on  this  day  and  was  unable  to 
attend  this  meeting.  She  had  to  miss  the  meeting  of  March  7th  as  she  had  a tooth 
infection  and  had  to  go  back  to  the  dentist.  Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  authorize  Commissioner  Sun’s  absences  on  both 
March  5,  2012  and  March  7,  2012.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 

I.  Commissioner  Sun,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  authorize 
Commissioner  Sun’s  absences  on  both  March  5,  2012  and  March  7,  2012.  This  motion 
was  adopted  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

J.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  Wednesday,  March  7,  2012 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  explained  that  she  had  class  on  Wednesday  and  was  unable  to 
attend  the  joint  hearing.  Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin, 
moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 

acclamation. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Christina  Canaveral  introduced  herself  as  the  Economic  Justice  Campaign  Organizer  from 
Coleman  Advocates  and  gave  some  background  information  on  Coleman’s  work.  Currently, 
Coleman  Advocates  jobs  campaign  includes  a wide  range  of  demands  including  jobs  for  youth, 
jobs  creation  strategy  for  undocumented  youth  and  adults,  employment  rights  for  undocumented 
youth  and  adults  working,  local  hiring,  and  much  more.  Ms.  Canaveral  announced  that  Coleman 
Advocates  will  be  launching  their  jobs  campaign  on  Wednesday,  March  28,  2012  at  1 1:30  am. 
There  will  be  a rally  on  the  steps  of  City  Hall,  which  will  lead  to  members  and  advocates  walking 
into  City  Hall  with  Coleman’s  Jobs  campaign  demands,  and  asking  to  be  hired.  Ms.  Canaveral 
invited  commissioners  to  attend  the  event  and  if  there  were  any  commissioners  interested  in 


volunteering  at  the  event,  to  please  let  staff  know. 

13.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:40  p.m. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689  - 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orql  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 


San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  April  2, 2012 
5:15-6:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  March  19,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

6.  Legislation  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco's  Budget  for  the  2012-2013  Fiscal 
Year 

Presenters:  Kate  Howard,  Mayor’s  Budget  Director 
(Document  B) 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  April  11,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  34 5 A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee 

D.  Youth  City  Services 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee 

F.  Student  Support,  Health,  and  Facilities  Committee 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 
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11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hal',  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.ora 

www.sfciov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 

FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hali,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mafio.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes 
Monday,  April  2,  2012 
5:15~6:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  4 1 6 
There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:19  p.m. 

Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Javonte  Holloway,  Betty  Huey,  Leah  LaCroix, 
Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Rene  Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Joyce  Sun,  Huimin 
“Happy”  Yang.  Commissioners  tardy:  Jonathan  Baer  (arrived  at  5:21  pm),  Robin  Bonner 
(arrived  at  5:27pm),  and  Rachel  Brodwin  (arrived  at  5:28pm).  Commissioners  absent:  Angel 
Carrion,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Hillary  Liang,  and  Mia  Shackelford.  There  was  quorum.  Staff 
present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve 
the  agenda.  This  motion  was  a'pproved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  March  19,  2012 
(Document  A) 

Commissioner  Persky,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  meeting  of  Monday,  March  19,  2012.  This  motion  as  approved  unanimously 
by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  were  none. 

6.  Legislation  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

Youth  Commission  staff,  Mario  Yedidia,  then  briefed  the  commission  on  their  legislative 
work.  He  started  with  resolution  111  2-AL-1 0 Calling  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
.Supervisors  to  Launch  a Local  Summer  Jobs+  Plan,  which  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the 
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Youth  Commission  on  March  19,  2012.  This  resolution  has  been  introduced  by  Supervisor 
Christina  Olague,  with  Supervisors  Campos,  Avalos,  and  Kim  as  co-sponsors,  at  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  meeting  on  March  27,  2012.  This  resolution  will  likely  go  to  the  Budget  and 
Finance  committee  on  Wednesday,  April  11,  2012.  Director  Yedidia  shared  that  he  has 
heard  that  the  Mayor  will  be  making  his  own  announcement  about  what  a local  Summer 
Jobs+  will  look  like  soon,  the  date  has  yet  to  be  announced;  staff  will  be  updating 
commissioners  about  this  news  as  soon  as  possible.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  shared  that  resolution 
1112-AL-07  Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  Prioritize  Youth  Employment 
During  Business  Negotiations,  adopted  by  the  Youth  Commission  on  March  5,  2012,  had 
been  introduced  by  Supervisor  Olague  at  the  March  20,  2012  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting. 
This  resolution  was  then  adopted  at  the  March  27,  2012  board  meeting.  Mr.  Yedidia  then 
concluded  by  sharing  that  Supervisor  Jane  Kim  has  confirmed  that  she  would  be  introducing 
a version  of  resolution  1112-AL-08,  Urging  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the 
Mayor  to  Oppose  Governor  Jerry  Brown’s  proposed  2012-2013  Budget  Which  Would  Raise 
the  Bar  for  Cal  Grant  Financial  Aid.  This  resolution  was  written  by  Commissioner  Sun,  and 
was  adopted  by  the  Youth  Commission  on  March  19,  2012.  Mr.  Yedidia  thanked  the 
commission  for  their  work. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco’s  Budget  for  the  2012-2013,  2013- 
2014  Fiscal  Years 

Presenters:  Kate  Howard,  Mayor’s  Budget  Director 
(Document  B) 

Kate  Hovyard,  the  Mayor’s  Budget  Director,  introduced  herself  to  the  commission  and  gave  a 
brief  overview  on  what  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco’s  budget  will  look  like  for  the 
2012-2013  and  2013-2014  fiscal  years. 

Commissioners  LaCroix,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Ontiveros  asked  clarifying  questions. 

8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  tabled  this  item  as  the  meeting  was  going  over  time,  and  the  Special 
Meeting  with  the  budget  training  was  set  to  start  at  6:00  p.m.  Some  youth  from  other 
organizations  had  started  trickling  in  to  room  416  and  the  Chairwoman  LaCroix  wanted  to 
respect  the  time  of  the  youth  and  the  commission. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  April  11,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee 

D.  Youth  City  Services 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee 

F.  Student  Support,  Health,  and  Facilities  Committee 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

This  item  was  also  tabled. 
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10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,' Monday,  March  19,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

This  item  was  also  tabled. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

This  item  was  also  tabled. 

12.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:05  pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at; 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.orQ 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
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that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemicai-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orQl  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
e*Special  Youth  Budget  Town  Hall* 
Agenda 

Monday,  April  2,  2012 
6:00~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


04-02-1  2A08  :40 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Cali 

2.  Introduction  (Discussion  Only) 

3.  The  Budget  Process  of  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Budget  101  - Powerpoint  Presentation  (10  minutes)  (Document  A) 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


B.  Interactive  Workshop:  Make  your  own  budget!  (15  minutes) 

C.  Report  back  from  the  interactive  workshop  (10  minutes) 


4.  Youth  Commission  Policy  & Budget  Priorities  for  Fiscal  Years  2012-2013  and  2013- 
2014  (Discussion  Only)  (Document  B) 

5.  General  Public  Comment  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 


1 


FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals.  . 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Youth  Budget  Hearing/Townhall 
April  2,  2012 
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What’s  in  the  Budget? 
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What's  Up  with  Funds? 

A fund  is  a grouping  of  related  accounts  that  are  used  to  maintain 
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How  does  San  Francisco  spend  its  $3.1  billion 
General  Fund  budget? 
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The  General  Fund  is  important 
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MONEY  FOR  CHILDREN  AND 


SLIDE  ON  WHY  CF  & CB  ARE 
IMPORTANT 


The  City  is  facing  a significant 
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Who  Decides  the  Budget? 
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The  Budget  Season  Timeline 


town  hall  meetings — one  in  each  of  the  11 
Supervisorial  districts — to  get  input  from  the  public 
on  what  should  be  included  in  the  budget. 
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The  Budget  Season  Timeline  (continued) 
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The  Budget  Season  Timeline  (continued) 
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The  Budget  Season  Timeline  (continued) 
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Be  Heard! 


distributed  to  the  media  and  to  key 
decision-makers  throughout  the  city. 
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Make  Recommendations 


• After  the  Budget  Season  is  over,  we  can 
strategize  for  next  year! 
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Influence  the  Decision-Makers! 

A/e  as  youth  can  use  our  expertise  to  influence  the  budget  decision- 


Children’s  Baseline: 

A required  amount  of  money  in  the  General  Fund  that  the  City  must  budget, 
each  year,  for  youth  services. 
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Quick  Glossary 
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YOUTH  EMPLOYMENT  COMMITTEE 
POLICY  PRIORITIES 


Increase  Summer  Youth  Employment  Opportunities 


Priority  #1 : Launch  a local  San  Francisco  Summer  Jobs*  campaign 

• identify  private  and  public  sector  funds 

• secure  private  sector  job  opportunities 

• develop  infrastructure  to  manage  internships 


Racka  round 

outlook,  the  outlet,  and  the  opportunity. 

It  is  clear  that  a young  person’s  first  job 

skills  that  serve  them  through  work  and ' l'fe>|  'or5 * President  Obama  launched  the  Summer  Jobsh- 
are currently  facing  record  |eaders  and  communities  to  help  provide  hundreds 

campaign  - a joint  initiative  that  challenges  bus  n p^esident  proposed  $1 .5  billion  for  youth 
of  thousands  of  summer  jobs  for ’America  ® . . ..  b(ic  and  private  sector  to  work  together  in 

employment.  The  White  Housm^  that  record  high  youth  unemployment 

creating  pathways  to  youth  Su9mmer  Jobs*  campaign,  and  that  this  campaign 

is  highlighted  on  a national  level  by  the  Presl<£™  * romoanies  to  employ  youth.  However,  as  youth, 

sr— 

summer  icbs  for  youth  at  a local  level. 

Findings 

Nationally,  summer  unemployment  is  at  its  highest  jobrate  is 

old  employed  in  July  of  the  ctys  job  seeking  youth  officially  unemployed 

at  its  lowest  in  more  than  60  years,  wth 1 33  A of  the  I a|0ne,  Qver  2000  youth  were  turned 

Program  (MYEEP)  and  San  Francisco  Youth  Works. 
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According  to  the  Fall  2011  Youth  Vote  Survey  of  over  9,500  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  high 
school  students,  youth  consistently  prioritize  employment  over  any  other  potential  activity,  program,  club 
or  lesson.  From  this  same  survey,  we  see  that  SFUSD  youth  are  consistently  choosing  the  summer  as 
the  most  ideal  time  for  them  to  be  employed. 


Year  Year  Year 

According  to  a 2012  report  from  the  Corporation  for  National  And  Community  Service  and  the  White 
House  Council  for  Community  Solutions,  youth  have  identified  the  following  as  the  top  three  obstacles  to 
connecting  to  work: 


Don’t  have  enough  work  experience  for  job  I want 

Don’t  have  enough  education  for  job  I want 

Not  good  at  interviews/Don’t  know  how  to  do  resume 

Figure  9:  Obstacles  to  Connecting  to  Work 
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Source:  Opportunity  Raid,  2012 
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Nationwide,  there  are  6.7  million  transitionally  aged  youth  disconnected  from  education  and  work,2  with 
many  disconnected  youth  ages  1 6-24  not  represented  in  employment  statistics  because  the  competitive 
current  job  market  had  dissuaded  them  from  even  searching  for  work. 

We  see  over  and  over  again,  the  importance  of  having  youth  connected  to  jobs,  as  it  helps  a young 
person  develop  skills  needed  to  be  a successful  and  responsible  citizen.  We  believe  that  an  increase  in 
youth  employment  starting  this  summer  would  aid  youth  in  overcoming  obstacles  to  finding  work  and 
help  to  address  the  pressing,  universally  acknowledged  need  for  youth  workforce  development 
programs. 

During  past  Mayoral  terms,  San  Francisco  has  successfully  created  public  and  private  partnerships  to 
provide  summer  youth  workforce  development  programs,  for  example,  former  Mayor  Willie  Brown  raised 
over  $1  million  for  subsidized  youth  employment  opportunities  through  local  corporations  that  partnered 
with  the  city  in  the  Say  Youth  Employment  for  the  Summer  (Say  YES)  campaign,  which  was  launched  in 
May  20003,  and  former  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  secured  funding  for  over  120  youth  jobs  in  his  Mayor’s 
Vocational  Program  by  making  personal  phone  calls  to  local  businesses  in  20044. 

We  believe  that  a local  Summer  Jobs+  campaign  can  be  successful  in  San  Francisco. 

Analysis 

We  have  been  meeting  and  working  very  closely  with  youth  advocates,  and  youth  employment  service 
providers  to  understand  the  landscape  of  youth  employment  in  San  Francisco,  and  to  collect  as  much 
knowledge  to  better  form  policy  recommendations  that  reflect  the  needs  of  youth.  As  it  is  right  now,  there 
is  a significant  need  for  summer  jobs  for  San  Francisco  youth. 

To  address  this  need,  the  goals  for  the  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign  should  include: 

• 400  new  paid  jobs  or  internships  provided  to  youth  by  local  companies. 

• 400  additional  subsidized  youth  jobs  or  internships  funded  by  contributions  from  local  private 
sector  businesses  and  the  City. 

• 100  additional  paid  internships  in  City  government  supported  by  departmental  funding. 

This  represents  a total  of  900  new  summer  jobs  for  San  Francisco  youth.  At  a cost  of  $2500  per  summer 
job,  we  need  an  investment  of  $2.25  million  in  San  Francisco’s  youth  this  summer. 

SF  Summer  Jobs+  Action  Steps: 

■ Identify  private  and  public  sector  funds:  The  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors,  in 
partnership  with  local  youth  organizations,  mobilize  a campaign  to  raise  at  least  $1.  25 
million  in  new  funding  from  private  sector  companies  and  the  City.  These  funds  will 


2 Belfield,  Clive  R.,  Henry  M.  Levin,  and  Rachel  Rosen.  The  Economic  Value  of  Opportunity  Youth.  Serve.gov.  Jan. 
2012.  Web.  27  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.serve.gov/new-lmages/council/pdf/econ_value_opportunity_youth.pdf>. 

3 Lelchuk,  llene.  "Teen  Summer  Jobs  Need  $1.2  Million."  www.SFGate.com.  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  19  May 
2000.  Web.  28  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/e/a/2000/05/19/BUSINESS4540.dtl> 

4 Mayor's  Press  Office.  "PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086  A«  Office  of  the 

Mayor."  PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086  A«  Office  of  the  Mayor.  Mayor's  Press  Office,  13  Apr.  2004. 

Web.  28  Feb.  2012. 

<http://sfmayor.Org/ftp/archive/209.126.225.7/archives/PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086/index.html> 
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subsidize  summer  internship  opportunities  in  a diversity  of  settings  including  private 
sector,  public  sector  and  non-profit  websites. 

Secure  private  sector  job  opportunities:  City  leaders  publicly  commit  their  full  support 
to  the  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign  efforts  of  the  DCYF,  OEWD,  United  Way  of  the  Bay 
Area  and  other  youth  employment  providers  to  catalyze  the  private  sector  to  create 
summer  jobs  for  youth. 

Develop  infrastructure  to  manage  internships:  Youth  employment  organizations, 
SFUSD  Career  Technical  Education  Department,  OEWD  and  DCYF  work  together  to 
determine  the  best  strategy  to  scale  up  existing  efforts  to  manage  the  increase  in  job  / 
internship  volume  for  the  summer  period. 


Priority  #2:  Include  Youth  Involvement  Plans  During  Business  Negotiations 

• urge  new  businesses  coming  into  San  Francisco  to  have  a Youth  Involvement  Plan 

• include  paid  and  unpaid  internships,  apprenticeships,  or  job  training  programs  for  the  city’s  youth 
in  Youth  Involvement  Plan 

• identifying  increased  employment  and  educational  opportunities  for  youth 
Findings 


Analysis 


Prioritizing  Youth  Involvement  Plan  resolution  (Version  for  BoS) 

WHEREAS,  Despite  the  recent  financial  downturn,  San  Francisco’s  economic  landscape — in  particular, 
our  incubation,  attraction  and  retention  of  technology  companies — potentially  offers  unique  employment 
opportunities  to  young  people;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  has  a commitment  to  retaining  vital  new  companies,  as  demonstrated  in  the 
Central  Market/Tenderloin  Payroll  Tax  Exclusion  (CMTPTE);  and 
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WHEREAS,  Mayor  Lee’s  jobs  plan  “Roadmap  to  Good  Jobs  and  Opportunity”  emphasizes  the  importance 
of  apprenticeships,  jobs,  and  internships  for  San  Francisco  youth  in  these  new  technology  companies;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  also  has  a commitment  to  considering  opportunities  for  young  people,  as 
evidenced  in  the  Youth  Involvement  Plan  required  by  the  34th  America’s  Cup  Host  City  Agreement,  which  calls  on 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  America’s  Cup  Event  Authority  and  the  America’s  Cup  Organizing 
Committee  to  develop  a “comprehensive  strategy  for  achieving”  youth  involvement  in  the  America’s  Cup;  and 
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YOUTH  JUSTICE  COMMITTEE 
POLICY  PRIORITIES 


Priority  1 

Full  access  for  detainees  at  the  Juvenile  Probation  Department’s  Juvenile  Justice  Center 

Background 

See  February  25,  20120  Bay  Citizen/New  York  Times  article: 

Giving  Detainees  Access  to  Outdoor  Recreation 
By  TREY  BUNDY 

How  many  adults  does  it  take  to  supervise  a playground?  Too  many,  apparently,  if  the 
playground  is  at  San  Francisco’s  Juvenile  Justice  Center. 

A large  outdoor  recreation  area  at  the  city’s  juvenile  hall  — part  of  a $47  million  renovation  in 
2006  — has  sat  mostly  unused  for  five  years.  Center  officials  say  staff  shortages  and  security 
concerns  have  prevented  youthful  detainees  from  using  the  space,  which  includes  basketball 
and  volleyball  courts,  a kickball  diamond  and  a soccer  field  with  grass. 

“They  gave  us  the  yard,  but  they  didn’t  give  us  the  proper  allocation  of  staff  to  be  able  to  post  up 
in  there,”  said  William  Siffermann,  chief  of  juvenile  probation,  who  oversees  the  hall. 

Now  a group  of  young  people,  including  some  former  juvenile  detainees,  are  taking  the  matter 
to  the  mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission — a 17- 
member  volunteer  group  of  young  people  ages  12  to  23  that  makes  policy  recommendations  to 
city  leaders  — drafted  a resolution  last  week  calling  for  detainees  to  have  regular  access  to  the 
space. 

The  commission  also  questioned  whether  detainees  at  the  hall  were  getting  outside  enough  to 
comply  with  state  regulations.  Every  juvenile  is  required  to  have  an  opportunity  for  outdoor 
exercise  for  at  least  an  hour  a day. 

“I  spent  two  full  years  in  juvenile  hall,  always  wishing  I could  go  outside  more,”  said  Angel 
Carrion,  20,  one  of  the  youth  commissioners.  Mr.  Carrion  was  released  in  2009,  after  earning  a 
G.E.D.,  and  now  works  with  juveniles  in  the  justice  system. 

“Quite  frankly,  I don’t  think  many  youth  in  there  know  what  they’re  allowed  to  do  or  what  they’re 
allowed  to  be  getting,”  he  said. 

Mr.  Carrion  and  a fellow  commissioner,  Rene  Ontiveros,  who  also  served  time  in  the  hall,  said 
they  doubted,  based  on  their  experience,  that  most  detainees  got  outside  for  an  hour  each  day. 
Mr.  Siffermann  said  juvenile  hall  was  in  compliance  with  state  mandates  but  added  that  he 
“can’t  say  with  certainty  that  every  kid  has  had  his  or  her  opportunities'  to  go  outside. 

A 2010  evaluation  by  the  Corrections  Standards  Authority,  the  state  agency  that  inspects  the 
center  every  two  years,  found  no  state  code  violations  there. 

While  the  large  fields  sit  dormant,  young  offenders  spend  their  outdoor  time  on  small  courtyards 
adjacent  to  five  living  units.  Although  each  unit  houses  up  to  20  youths,  only  about  five  can  use 
a courtyard  at  a time  because  of  the  size  and  supervision  concerns. 

Because  the  courtyards  are  typically  available  for  only  an  hour  a day,  Mr.  Ontiveros  said, 

“getting  20  kids  on  that  yard  for  an  hour  is  impossible.” 

Mr.  Siffermann  acknowledged  that  there  was  only  a “short  window  of  time”  each  day  for 
detainees  to  go  outside. 

He  also  said  there  were  legitimate  reasons  some  detainees  did  not  get  outside  each  day 
“We  might  have  a kid  that’s  on  more  discipline  and  requires  more  room  time,'  he  said.  “Some 
kids  don’t  want  to  go  outside,  and  I can’t  force  them  out  there.” 
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Detainees  have  gym  classes  during  school  hours,  but  those  are  inside  and  do  not  provide  the  . 
physical  and  mental  health  benefits  associated  with  sunlight. 

"When  you’re  locked  in  a facility  with  limited  access  to  natural  light,  it’s  very  unhealthy  and 
depressing,"  said  Sue  Burrell,  a lawyer  at  the  Youth  Law  Center  in  San  Francisco. 

Using  the  whole  space  would  require  improving  the  yard’s  fence  and  paying  overtime  wages  for 
staff  members,  Mr.  Siffermann  said.  The  money  needed  for  both  items  has  not  been  budgeted. 

But  as  a step  forward,  he  said,  his  staff  would  begin  allowing  youths  to  use  two  basketball 
courts  on  the  edges  of  the  yard  beginning  in  March. 

In  response  to  the  youth  commission’s  concerns,  Mr.  Siffermann  has  agreed  to  meet  with  the 
commissioners  quarterly.  He  led  them  on  a tour  of  the  center  last  week. 

The  commissioners  are  committed  to  working  with  Mr.  Siffermann,  but  they  remain  unconvinced 
by  the  state’s  assessment  that  detainees  are  getting  enough  fresh  air  and  sunlight. 

“Either  they  had  a dog  and  pony  show  when  the  big  bosses  were  coming  down  or  the 
regulations  need  to  be  fixed,"  Mr.  Ontiveros  said. 

Analysis 

Juvenile  Probation  Department  has  neither  requested  nor  planned  for  any  of  the  monies 
necessary  to  make  the  capital  improvements  for  full  recreation  access.1 

Priority  2 

Have  Police  Department  implement  the  3 recommendations  the  Youth  Commission  Youth 
Justice  Committee  delivered. 

Background  and  Analysis: 

See  March  19  memo  to  Police  Commission: 

YOUTH  COMMISSION 
MEMORANDUM 

TO:  Thomas  Mazzucco,  President,  Police  Commission 

Honorable  Members,  Police  Commission 
Greg  Suhr,  Chief  of  Police 
CC:  Honorable  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee 

Honorable  Members,  Board  of  Supervisors 

Honorable  Superintendent  Carlos  Garcia,  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
Honorable  Commissioners,  Board  of  Education 
Joyce  M.  Hicks,  Executive  Director,  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints 
FROM:  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Commissioner  Rene  Ontiveros,  Chair 
Commissioner  Angel  Carrion,  Vice  Chair 
Commissioner  Javonte  Holloway,  Member 
DATE:  Monday,  March19,  2012 

RE:  Recommendations  to  improve  youth-police  interactions 


Background:  March  7 Joint  Hearing 


1 201 1-2012  Capital  Plan.  http://onesanfrancisco.ora/wD-content/uploads/Public-Safetv-2012-2021.pdf. 
page  28. 
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On  March  7th,  2012  the  Police  and  Youth  Commissions  held  the  first  ever  joint  meeting  of  our 
respective  bodies. 

For  about  four  and  a half  hours,  we  heard  presentations  from  experts  in  youth  and  criminal 
justice  and  staff  from  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  and  Office  of  Citizen 
Complaints  (OCC).  We  also  listened  to  public  comment  testimony  from  over  seventy  speakers. 

At  least  forty  of  these  speakers  were  youth— a great  many  of  whom  offered  passionate, 
compelling  stories — and  the  balance  was  mostly  youth  service  providers,  principals,  teachers, 
and  parents. 

We  heard  inspiring  stories  as  well  of  heart-felt  suggestions  for  improving  youth/police  relations. 
Many  community  members  and  department  staff  discussed  the  positive  and  positively  life 
changing  work  in  which  SFPD  is  involved  each  day.  There  were  also  numerous  stories  of 
miscommunication  and  seemingly  unnecessary  escalation  between  police  officers  and  youth. 

Most  people  who  came  forward  to  speak  did  so  in  good  faith:  they  honestly  shared  their  stories 
in  the  hope  of  improving  interactions  between  youth  and  police.  This  memo  is  an  attempt  to  help 
make  good  on  that  hope. 

Recommendations 

This  memo  contains  three  recommendations  for  the  SFPD  and  the  Police  Commission  to 
improve  youth-police  relations  in  San  Francisco.  These  recommendations  are  a result  of  not 
only  the  joint  hearing  and  months  of  research  our  committee  conducted  in  advance  of  the  March 
7 event,  but  also  the  Youth  Commission’s  eight  years  of  working  in  collaboration  with  juvenile 
justice  advocates,  the  OCC,  and  SFPD  to  revise  and  implement  the  Department  General  Order 
(DGO)  7.01  on  juvenile-policing  procedures.  The  recommendations  are  numbered  in  order  of 
importance. 

1)  Provide  a new  training  for  all  police  officers . with  a priority  for  sergeants  and  patrol 

officers  that  address  topics  and  policing  tactics  unique  to  juveniles.  This  training  should 

include  tonics  such  as  adolescent  cognitive  development,  mental  health  issues  for  youth, 

asserting  authority  effectively  with  juveniles,  recognizing  and  interacting  with  traumatized 

youth  and  responding  to  accusations  of  racial  profiling.  The  Youth  Commission  Youth 

Justice  Committee  strongly  suggests  that  the  training  incorporate  scenarios  of  real  life 

police-youth  interactions  and  emphasize  effective  communication  and  de-escalation 

tactics  during  police  interactions  with  youth. 

Many  members  of  the  public  at  our  hearing  spoke  to  the  importance  of  building 
relationships  between  youth  and  police  officers  to  further  community  relations  and  to 
reduce  the  chances  of  youth  involvement  in  crime.  We  heard  how  this  is  done  to  great 
effect  in  the  programming  of  the  Police  Activities  League,  the  Wilderness  Program,  the 
Youth  Fishing  Program,  Operation  Dream  and  the  STEPs  Program,  the  Chief’s  “Finish 
High  School”  and  job  outreach  talks  at  schools,  and  the  everyday  work  of  officers  of  the 
Special  Victims  Unit  and  district  stations  all  over  the  city. 

We  also  heard,  however,  that  too  often  these  relationships  can  be  strengthened  or  in 
some  cases,  do  not  exist.  And  we  all  know  that  it’s  not  always  possible  for  these 
relations  to  exist,  given  the  SFPD’s  chief  responsibility  to  provide  for  the  public’s  safety 
through  the  prevention  and  investigation  of  crime. 
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However,  the  youth-related  training  that  SFPD  officers  currently  receive  does  not  include 
the  elements  outlined  above,  and  although  SFPD  used  to  provide  more  in-depth  training 
to  school  resource  officers,  this  training  was  discontinued  in  2009. 

We  are  convinced  a new  training  that  is  specifically  tailored  to  police-youth  interactions 
would  improve  youth  and  police  interactions,  increase  community  support  of  the  police, 
and  provide  officers  more  tools  to  successfully  interact  with  youth. 

We  think  the  SFPD  has  already  engaged  in  a good  model  of  collaboration  with 
community  organizations  in  the  2009  work  that  officers  from  the  Ingleside  Station  did 
with  youth  from  Excelsior-based  community  organizations.  This  new  training  should  build 
upon  the  work  that  has  already  been  done  through  community  building  events  like  the 
Excelsior  Youth  Summit  and  should  utilize  existing  venues  such  as  the  Youth  Chief 
Advisory  Forum.  The  trainings  offered  by  Strategies  for  Youth 
(www.strateqiesforvouth.com')  provide  a "Train  the  Trainer”  for  command  staff  and 
training  sergeants,  and  Strategies  for  Youth  also  involves  community  organizations  and 
youth  in  the  training. 

We  would  be  glad  to  discuss  with  you  opportunities  for  obtaining  substantial  funding  for 
these  trainings.  Will  the  Police  Commission  and  the  Chief  consider  instituting  this  kind  of 
training  for  FY  12-13? 

2)  Ensure  there  is  widespread  and  regular  distribution  of  SFPD  Juvenile  Know  Your  Rights 

pamphlets  through  other  City  agencies,  the  school  district  and  social  media. 

As  part  of  the  projects  to  implement  the  revisions  to  DGO  7.01,  the  Youth  Commission, 
numerous  juvenile  justice  advocacy  groups  and  the  OCC  co-authored  with  SFPD  a 
youth-friendly  Know  Your  Rights  brochure.  This  pamphlet  explains  police  procedures 
under  DGO  7.01  along  with  young  people’s  rights  and  responsibilities  with  the  police. 

The  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice  Committee  recommends  that  at  the  beginning  of 
each  school  year  SFPD  provide  the  “Know  Your  Rights”  brochure  to  every  middle  and 
high  school  student,  and  at  the  beginning  of  each  fiscal  year  provide  it  to  the  Department 
of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families  (DCYF).  The  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice 
Committee  also  recommends  that  SFPD  make  available  the  Know  Your  Rights  brochure 
at  all  community  events,  at  each  district  station,  and  that  it  be  included  on  an  annual 
basis  in  each  district  station’s  community  newsletter. 

SFPD’s  unprecedented  "It  Gets  Better  Video”  was  groundbreaking.  Would  the 
department  consider  creating  such  a video  aimed  at  a general  youth  audience? 

3)  Establish  an  active  Memorandum  of  Understanding  ( MOU)  with  the  school  district  and 

standardize  relationships  between  high  schools  and  district  stations. 

We  heard  over  and  over  at  our  joint  hearing  about  the  positive  impact  of  school  resource 
officers  and  the  “school  car”  model  of  policing.  At  the  same  time,  we  also  heard  about 
numerous  instances  of  miscommunication  between  students  and  police. 

Since  2004,  there  has  not  been  an  active  MOU  between  the  SFPD  and  the  school 
district.  We  recommend  that  SFPD  and  the  school  district  enter  into  an  MOU  that  at 
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minimum  states  the  procedures  for  arresting  and  interrogating  students  on  campus,  the 
manner  in  which  police  will  notify  parents  or  guardians  when  a student  has  been  taken 
into  custody  by  the  police,  and  how  the  student  Will  be  informed  of  her  or  his  rights  and 
responsibilities. 

. Finally,  we  recommend  that  at  the  beginning  of  each  school  year,  high  school  principals 
invite  officers  from  their  respective  district  stations  (from  the  Captains  on  down)  to  begin 
to  establish  a relationship  with  students  in  their  schools. 

Next  Steps:  Presentation,  Discussion,  Timeline 

The  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice  Committee  would  be  grateful  to  present  these 
recommendations  to  the  Police  Commission  at  your  April  4th  meeting.  We  would  like  to  briefly 
discuss  these  recommendations  with  you,  answer  any  questions  or  concerns  you  might  have, 
and  hopefully  come  to  an  agreement  as  to  how  best  to  move  forward  on  these 
recommendations. 

In  closing,  thank  you  once  more.  We  hope  last  week  was  just  the  beginning  of  a growing 
partnership.  Please  don’t  hesitate  to  contact  Mario  Yedidia  at  vouthcom@sfqov.org  and  (415) 
554-6254. 
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Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation,  Recreation) 

Policy  & Budget  Priorities 

Priority  #1 

Make  MUNI  free  for  all  young  people,  beginning  on  August  1,  2012. 

Background 

The  Youth  Commission  (YC)  has  been  particularly  focused  on  accessible  public  transportation 
since  fiscal  year  2009-2010.  In  this  time,  the  Youth  Commission  has  adopted  three  resolutions 
that  have  resulted  in  legislation  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (BOS),  Board  of  Education  (BOE) 
calling  on  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA)  to  reduce  or  eliminate 
MUNI  fares  for  young  people. 

In  response  to  a legislative  process  begun  by  YC  0910 — AL08  “Youth  Lifeline  Pass  and  Fare 
Increases,"  adopted  on  February  1,  2010,  the  SFMTA  allocated  $1.5  million  in  each  of  FY’s 
2010-2011  and  2011-2012  to  sell  fast  passes  to  low-income  youth  at  half  the  cost  of  the  regular 
youth  pass. 

Analysis 

The  Youth  Commission  has  a number  of  policy  reasons  behind  its  push  for  free  MUNI  for  all 
youth.  These  include: 


• San  Francisco  youth’s  dependence  on  MUNI.  According  to  the  Fall  2008 
YouthVote  Student  Survey,  which  polled  8,256  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District  (SFUSD)  high  school  students,  nearly  seventy  percent  of  respondents 
(69.3%)  use  some  form  of  public  transportation  to  get  to  school  and  over  forty 
percent  (44.2%)  of  these  students  (who  ride  public  transportation  to  school) — and 
thirty  percent  (30.6%)  of  overall  respondents — must  take  more  than  one  train  or 
bus  to  get  to  school. 

• The  dramatic  increase  in  the  price  of  the  youth  fast  pass  and  the  simultaneous 
disappearance  of  yellow  school  bus  service.  The  monthly  price  of  the  youth  fast 
pass  has  increased  from  $10  in  May  2009  to  $15  in  December  2009,  $20  in  May 
2010,  and  $21  in  July.1  The  SFUSD  has  radically  slashed  its  school  bus  service 
in  recent  years,  cutting  over  half  of  its  yellow  bus  service  from  school  year  2010- 
201 1 to  school  year  201 1-2012.2 

• Free  MUNI  for  all  youth  will  cost  the  SFMTA  1%of  its  annual  budget. 


Annual  Figures 


Free  Youth  Pass 
for  All  Youth  (It's 
in  millions) 


$0 

$0.75 

$0 


Youth  Pass  Fare 

Youth  Cash  Fare 
Annua!  Youth 


1 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  0910 — AL08  “Youth  Lifeline  Pass  and  Fare  Increases," 
adopted  February  1, 2010;  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  No.  1011— AL04  “Youth  Lifeline 
Follow  Up,"  adopted  January  3,  2011. 

2San  Francisco  Chronicle,  December  15,  2010,  "San  Francisco  Votes  to  Slash  School  Busing,"  by  Jill 
Tucker,  http://www.sfqate.com/cqi-bin/bloas/citvinsider/detail7entry  id=79025 
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Pass  Revenue 

Annual  Youth 

$0.7 

Cash  Revenue 

Total  Revenue 

$0.7 

Total  Revenue 

($7.2)  m 

Loss 

Graffiti  Clean  up 

$0.5  m 

Additional  MTAP 

$0.1  m 

Staff 

Incremental 

$0.4  m 

Clipper® 

Transaction  Fees 

Clipper® 

$0.2  m 

Marketing  Costs 
(one  time) 

Incremental 

$0.3  m 

Administration 

Costs 

Total  Incremental 

$1.5  m 

Costs 

Total  Revenue 

($8.7  m) 

Loss  and 

Incremental 

Clipper®  Costs 
(required  to  be 

funded) 

• Free  MUNI  as  opposed  to  reduced  MUNI  significantly  reduces  administrative 
difficulties  and  costs.  The  SFMTA  and  SFUSD  never  implemented  the  Youth 
Lifeline  fast  pass  program  because  of  administrative  difficulties  and  costs. 

Analysis: 

The  Youth  Commission  supports  free  MUNI  for  ail  youth  under  a two  year  pilot  project,  funded 
by  a combination  of  local  and  regional  transportation  funds. 

Priority  #2: 

Improve  the  way  the  City  serves  disconnected  Transitional  Age  Youth  through  both  (a)  City 
departments  meeting  previously  established  goals  and  fulfilling  recommendations  and  (b) 
improving  systematic  coordination  between  departments  and  other  agencies. 

Background 

There  are  approximately  5,700  homeless  and  marginally  housed  youth  in  San  Francisco,  ages 
12-24.  Of  the  homeless  youth,  the  majority  are  transitional  aged  youth,  ages  18-24. 

(2010  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  Incidence  and  Needs  report,  estimated  Counts  of 
Homelessness  in  San  Francisco  chart,  page  2.)  The  Youth  Commission  prioritizes  health, 
education,  and  housing  for  homeless  youth. 
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As  a result  of  limited  access  to  medical  and  dental  care,  homeless  youth  are  at  high  risk  for  a 
number  of  health  problems  including  hepatitis,  asthma,  pneumonia,  nutritional  disorders,  and 
skin  infections.  (Ibid,  Medical  care  in  the  30  days  prior  to  intake  chart,  page  5.) 

In  addition,  through  ongoing  trauma,  instabiiity,  and  stress  from  living  on  the  streets,  homeless 
youth  deal  with  mental  health  and  substance  use  issues  of  varying  degrees. 

(Ibid,  Length  of  time  since  youth  had  a reliable  place  to  sleep  chart,  page  7 

Transitional  housing  provides  longer-term  housing  for  youth.  The  guiding  philosophy  for 
transitional  housing  programs  is  to  create  an  environment  that  closely  mirrors  real  life,  while 
also  providing  a safety  net  for  youth  that  facilitates  development  of  independent  living  skills. 
Community  Based  Housing 
Permanent  Youth  Housing 

(Youth  Homelessness  in  San  Francisco:  2010  Report  on  Incidence  and  Needs). 

Analysis 

San  Francisco  is  falling  short  of  the  City’s  regionally  assigned  goals,  particularly  for  low  and 
moderate-income  housing.  While  the  City  is  on  pace  to  meet  67  percent  of  its  overall  housing 
goal,  at  the  current  rate  of  production  it  will  only  achieve  16  percent  of  its  goal  for  low-income 
housing  and  25  percent  of  its  goal  for  moderate-income  housing  by  2014,  . 

*Table  1.1  Housing  Production  Projections  through  June  2014 

(Budget  & Legislative  Analyst  Performance  Audit  of  San  Francisco's  Affordable  Housing 

Policies  and  Programs). 

Although  some  departments  have  further  developed  and  strengthened  their  TAY  programming 
and  services,  challenges  remain  for  disconnected  transitional  aged  youth.  The  struggling 
economy  has  pushed  young  people  out  of  entry-level  jobs.  Additionally  burdened  by  record- 
high  housing  and  living  costs,  more  young  people  are  finding  themselves  unemployed, 
homeless,  and  receiving  public  aide  than  this  City  has  ever  seen.  Because  of  this,  we  need  to 
ensure  that  transitional  age  youth  are  a priority  population  citywide  and  across  City 
departments,  increase  coordination  of  service  and  investments  for  transitional  aged  youth.  This 
includes,  above  all,  health,  education,  and  housing. 

(TAYSF  MEMORANDUM) 

12N 

Priority  3 

Enforcing  Chapter  12N  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual, 
Transgender,  Queer,  and  Questioning  Youth:  Youth  Services  Sensitivity  Training. 

Background 

This  mandate  designed  to  help  queer  youth  access  services  has  been  on  the  books  since  1999 
and  hasn’t  really  ever  been  implemented.  However,  for  the  last  few  months  a working  group 
staffed  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  Youth  Commission  has  been  preparing  a 
tool  that  City  departments  and  nonprofit  contractors  can  use.  ■ 

2.  Support  Services  for  LGBTQ  - includes  info  on  different  policies  on  campus,  etc... 
http://www.healthiersf.org/LGBTQ/index.php 


PRELIMINARY  DRAFT- NOT  AT  ALL  FINAL  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 

April  2,  2012 


PRELIMINARY  DRAFT- NOT  AT  ALL  FINAL  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 

April  2,  2012 


Student  Safety  Data  - Youth  Risk  Behavior  Survey  -SFUSD 
* http://healthiersf.org/LGBTQ/GetTheFacts/health.html 

*http://healthiersf.orq/LGBTQ/GetTheFacts/docs/LGBTQ  websiteHealthSurvev0809.pdf 

*http://healthiersf.orq/resources/chks-vrbs.php-  shows  survey  trends/data  from  201 1 

Analysis 

Once  the  tool  that  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  Youth  Commission  are  developing  is 
finished,  the  City  should  follow  through  on  the  letter  of  the  law:  “each  contracting  agency  of  the 
City  or  any  department  thereof,  acting  for  or  on  the  behalf  of  the  City.” 
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YOUTH  IMMIGRATION  COMMITTEE 
POLICY  PRIORITIES 


Employment  Opportunities  for 
Undocumented  Youth  and  Transitional  Age  Youth 


Priority  #1:  Give  access  to  city  employment  programs  for  undocumented  youth  and 
transitional  age  youth 

• Give  access  to  existing  city  youth  employment  programs  funded  by  the  fihi Id rerVs_ F,u nd _ 

or  Qgnejaljyjnd 

♦ Pay  them  through  stipends  and/or  educational  scholarships 

The  Need 

Though  San  Francisco  is  a sanctuary  city,  it  is  still  hard  to  get  qualitative  data  on  undocumented 
youth.  What  we  clearly  know  is  that  we  still  deny  them  access  to  employment  opportunities 
through  the  city’s  youth  employment  programs  like  MYEEP.  Unfortunately  this  reality  has 
unintended  consequences  when  young  people  are  forced  to  find  other  ways  to  make  money. 

This  large  need  for  employment  opportunities  for  undocumented  youth  has  been  captured 
through  the  qualitative  research  of  the  Youth  Commission,  WISF’s  Workforce  Investment 
Community  Advisory  Committee  (WICAC),  TAYSF’s  Young  Adult  Advisory  Board  (TAYSF- 
YAA),  and  DCYF: 

; Findings? 


WISF  WiCAC/TAYSF-YAA,  Youth  Employment  Forum,  2011 

o Members  of  the  YAA  conducted  focus  groups  with  over  80  youth  and  young 
adults  around  barriers  and  solutions  to  finding  employment 
o One  of  the  top  barriers  identified  was  denial  of  an  opportunity  in  employment 
programs  that  required  citizenship  to  participate 

Youth  Commission,  Immigrant  Youth  Summit,  201 1 _ 

o Surveyed  and  conducted  focus  groups  with  99  (only  .58  surveys  were  turned  in) 
youth  that  attended  from  SFUSD  high  schools 
o The  group  also  found  their  citizenship  status  to  be  a barrier  to  attaining 
meaningful  employment 

Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families,  Community  Needs  Assessment, 

2011 

o Participants  in  DCYF’s  community  input  sessions  articulated  the  need  for 

internships,  career  mentoring/shadowing  programs,  and  meaningful,  year-round 
(not  solely  summer)  employment  opportunities  as  a factor  critical  in  reducing 
youth  violence 
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o Participants  expressed  a need  to  ensure  that  immigrant  youth  and  those  with 
disabilities  or  involvement  in  the  juvenile  justice  or  child  welfare  system  have 
access  to  such  programming 


Youth  Advisory  Council,  Focus  Group  with  ESL  and  Immigrant  Youth,  2011 

o'  Members  of  DCYF's  Youth  Advisory  Council  conducted  a focus  group  for  the 
Community  Needs  Assessment  with  ESL  and  immigrant  youth  from  SFUSD  and 
young  adults  from  CCSF 

o Documentation  requirement  for  programs  was  found  as  large  barrier  to  program 
accessibility 


Overall  the  need  for  meaningful  employment,  programs,  and  training  services  for  undocumented 
youth  and  young  adults  has  been  clearly  identifieo  and  documented  by  youth  and  young  adults 
themselves.  This  overwhelming  voice  is  what  drove  the  Youth  Immigration  Committee  to 
dedicate  itself  to  finding  creative  solutions  to  fully  give  access  to  undocumented  youth  and 
young  adults  in  all  City  funded  workforce  programs. 


Comment  [PI]:  ;,v»  q-esir  2-0  CCS? 


Training  SFUSD  Counselors 


Deleted:  [Maybe  Iruert  Info  0 
programs  after  United  We  Drea 
Crete  Engagement  Interchip  pn 
undocumented  youth  here] 


Course  placement  should  be  based  on  immigrant  students'  English  level  and  academics 
rather  than  simplistic  placement,  in  order  for  immigrant  students  to  be  better  equipped 
for  college. 

Counselors  should  provide  more  Information  for  immigrant  students,  including  but  not 
limited  to  volunteer  events,  after  school  programs,  internships,  AB540,  Dream  Act,  and 
resources  for  undocumented  youth. 


Findings  and  Analysis 

a)  In  the  survey  conducted  by  j^y^Al^^^miHb^'&^§rou^E§llii^tiiT^ifirantiyoUthlL 
the  group  had  predicted  that  one  of  the  greatest  challenges  for  ESL  students  was  that  their 
course  placement  and  the  English  Language  Development  (ELD)  curriculurrfwas  unsatisfactory 
and  not  suited  to  their  academic  level.  Some  said  "Sometimes  immigrant  youth  want  to  transfer 
out  of  ELD  program  and  challenge  themselves,  but  their  teacher  won't  let  them’  and  there  are 
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"ELD  programs  that  don’t  meet  college  requirements.’  Others  said  they  were  “placed  in  an 
English  only  classroom  when  you  don’t  know  any  English  at  all.’  They  also  shared  that: 

• ELD  classes  are  not  preparing  youth  for  college.  They  need  more  vocabulary,  grammar, 
academic  rigor. 

• Curriculum:  There  is  a big  difference  between  ELD  curriculum  and  non  ESL  curriculum. 
ESL  students  receive  the  lowest  level  education  that  prepares  them  for  blue  collar  jobs. 

| • ELD  programsjdon’t_hej£  immigrant. youth  adapt  toAroedpan  lit® 

I • £SI  students  need  help  with  this  transition  from  high  school  to  college. 

• ESL  teachers  need  to  be  more  dedicated  and  have  better  requirements.  Some  are  only 
focused  on  teaching  to  the  test. 

All  of  these  comments  from  the  focus  group  are  echoed  by  the  experiences  of  two  members  of 

thejSahFrari^^^^ 

| 2Q.iT-201'^  Jhis\a/I  has  clearjyjdentijied  that  SFUSD  E_Lp_students’  need  for  a better  ELD 

curriculum  and  course  placement  are  unmet. 

b)  Counselors  should  provide  more  information  for  immigrant  students,  including  but  not  limited 
to  volunteer  events,  after  school  programs,  internships,  AB540,  Dream  Act,  and  resources  for 
undocumented  youth. 


(I  am  still  trying  to  work  on  the  graphs) 

According  to  the  survey  conducted  by  the  Immigrant  Youth  Summit  for  58  SFUSD  students, 
54%  said  they  had  never  heard  of  AB540  before  the  summit  and  25%  still  didn’t  know  what 
| AB540  was.  49%  had  never  heard  of  the  Dream  Ac!  and  25%  still  didn’t  know  what  the  Dream 
Act  was  after  the  summit.  of  the  99  participants 

I attended  the  Dream  Act  workshop  during  the  summit)  The  high  percentage  of  immigrants  who 
I do  not  know  about  AB540  is  shocking,  'jt  isvery  important  for  .newcomer  students  to  be  aware  of 
their  immigration  status  as  early  as  possible  because  unawareness  of  their  status  may 
jeopardize  students’  job  and  college  access. 

In  the  DCYF  focus  group,  students  have  also  identified  some  other  challenges: 

• Culture  shock  of  coming  to  America 

• ELD  programs  that  don't  help  immigrant  youth  adapt  to  American  life 

Therefore,  we  recommend  SFUSD  counselors  to  be  trained  to  better  provide  information  for 
undocumented  youth  about  existing  resources  such  as  scholarship  and  for  immigrant  youth  In 
general  more  programs  that  help  them  transition  to  American  life. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
**Special  Youth  Budget  Town  Hall** 
Draft  - Minutes 


Monday,  April  2,  2012 
6:00~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 
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The  meeting  was  not  officially  called  to  order,  but  it  commenced  around  6:10  p.m. 


Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Jonathan  Baer,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin, 
Javonte  Holloway,  Betty  Huey,  Leah  LaCroix,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Rene 
Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Joyce  Sun,  Huimin  "Happy”  Yang.  Commissioners  absent:  Angel 
Carrion,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Hillary  Liang,  Mia  Shackelford.  There  was  quorum.  Staff  present: 
Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Introduction  (Discussion  Only) 


Chairwoman  LaCroix  welcomed  the  youth  in  the  room  and  gave  a brief  introduction  to  the  Youth 
Commission  and  explained  how  the  Executive  Committee  planned  for  this  training.  Each 
commissioner  then  introduced  themselves  to  the  youth  in  the  room.  Commissioner  LaCroix  then 
laid  out  the  outline  for  the  meeting,  and  encouraged  everyone  to  participate. 

3.  The  Budget  Process  of  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Budget  101  - Powerpoint  Presentation  (10  minutes)  (Document  A) 

Commissioners  Bonner  and  LaCroix  led  everyone  through  an  introductory  power  point 
presentation  on  the  City’s  budget,  the  budget  process,  and  how  the  Youth  Commission  can 
play  a role  with  their  own  budget  and  policy  priorities. 


B.  Interactive  Workshop:  Make  your  own  budget!  (15  minutes) 

Commissioners  LaCroix,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Yang  then  divided  youth  in  the 
audience  and  remaining  commissioners  into  small  groups.  Commissioners  then  led  the 
small  groups  in  an  interactive  workshop  on  understanding  the  budget  process  and  creating 
their  own  budget. 

C.  Report  back  from  the  interactive  workshop  (10  minutes) 

Commissioners  LaCroix,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Yang,  then  had  youth  report  back 
on  what  they  learned  and  how  they  distributed  the  funds  to  departments  in  the  interactive 
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workshop. 


4.  Youth  Commission  Policy  & Budget  Priorities  for  Fiscal  Years  2012-2013  and  2013- 
2014  (Discussion  Only)  (Document  B) 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  and  Commissioner  Yang  then  laid  out  the  format  for  how 
commissioners  would  be  sharing  their  work  and  priorities  in  each  committee,  asking 
committee  chairs  to  lead  in  presenting  their  work  to  date,  and  then  take  feedback  and 
questions  from  their  peers,  and  youth  in  attendance.  Commissioner  Yang  also  shared  that  it 
is  important  to  provide  feedback  and  take  committee  priorities  seriously,  as  the  commission 
will  be  adopting  the  budget  and  policy  priorities  as  a whole  at  the  next  full  Youth 
Commission  meeting,  and  then  work  on  setting  up  a presentation  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

Youth  Employment  Committee  Chair  Armstrong  then  provided  some  context  to  her 
committee’s  work  around  increasing  youth  employment  opportunities  to  youth  in  San 
Francisco,  starting  with  the  Summer  Jobs+  initiative,  both  at  a national  and  local  level. 
Currently,  the  committee  has  been  working  on  resolutions  to  support  the  initiative,  as  well  as 
look  at  how  to  launch  a local  Summer  Jobs+.  Armstrong  then  went  over  the  committee’s 
priorities  on  urging  the  city  to  prioritize  youth  employment  when  considering  negotiations 
with  new  businesses  coming  into  the  city. 

Youth  Justice  Committee  Chair  Ontiveros  started  by  introducing  his  committee’s  work  on 
setting  priorities  around  increasing  access  to  the  outdoor  recreational  area  at  the  Juvenile 
Justice  Center,  holding  a joint  hearing  with  the  Police  Commission  on  youth  and  police 
interactions,  and  making  recommendations  to  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department,  which 
included  increase  training  on  youth  development  and  behavioral,  a more  widespread 
distribution  of  the  Know  Your  Rights  pamphlets  at  schools  in  the  San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District  (SFUSD),  and  for  the  department  to  work  on  renewing  their  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  on  how  arrests  with  the  SFUSD,  on  how  arrests  are  made  on 
campus. 

Youth  City  Services  Committee  Chair  Baer  then  gave  an  update  on  the  priorities  of  his 
committee  which  includes  continuing  the  free  MUNI. for  youth  work  and  increase  housing  for 
transitional  aged  youth.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  added  that  the  committee  will  also 
continue  to  work  on  12N  - an  ordinance  which  requires  LGBTQ  youth  sensitivity  training  for 
city  staff,  as  a priority. 

Youth  Immigration  Committee  Chair  Yang  then  updated  her  committee’s  priorities  which 
included  increasing  employment,  stipend,  and  educational  scholarship  opportunities  to 
undocumented  youth  and  training  for  SFUSD  counselors  to  better  work  with  undocumented 
and  immigrant  students. 

Commissioner  Brodwin  then  urged  members  of  the  public  to  ask  questions,  provide 
feedback  and  comment.  Commissioner  Bonner  then  encouraged  youth  in  the  public  to 
speak  from  the  heart  and  share  what  issues  they  feel  is  important  for  the  Youth  Commission 
to  prioritize. 

General  Public  Comment  (Discussion  Only) 

Adrienne  Sevilla,  a Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  Youth  Advisory  Board  member,  came  forth 
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and  asked  clarifying  questions  on  how  the  commission  plans  on  supporting  transitional  aged 
youth  with  housing. 

Commissioners  Baer,  T.u  Mutch,  and  LaCroix  explained  that  the  transitional  aged  youth 
population  has  been  a priority  of  their  committee  since  the  beginning.  Currently,  the 
committee  has  been  focused  on  wide  spread  and  quality  housing  for  TAY,  and  has  been 
meeting  with  different  sen/ice  providers  to  understand  the  services  TAY  have  been 
receiving.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  invited  the  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  Youth 
Advisory  Board  to  attend  future  Youth  City  Services  committee  meeting  to  continue  to 
provide  insight  and  feedback  on  TAY  needs. 

Ramon  Gomez,  a participant  of  Mo’  Magic,  shared  that  free  MUNI  for  youth  is  a priority  for 
him  and  his  friends  as  well.  Mr.  Gomez  then  spoke  about  his  personal  experiences  with 
relying  on  MUNI  to  access  the  city,  their  schools,  and  after  school  programs. 

Rico,  a member  of  the  Youth  Employment  Coalition,  asked  how  the  commission  plans  on 
increasing  outreach  to  youth  in  high  risk  environments  and  urged  commissioners,  to  focus  on 
employment  opportunities  for  youth  who  need  it  most.  He  also  invited  commissioners  on  the 
Youth  Justice  Committee  to  attend  a youth  forum  which  will  take  place  on  April  4th,  2012  at 
4:00  p.m.  at  850  Bryant  St.. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  explained  that  the  youth  employment  committee  has  been  working 
hard  on  seeing  a local  implementation  of  Summer  Jobs+  and  will  definitely  be  focused  on 
increasing  employment  opportunities  for  youth  with  the  highest  need. 

Mr.  Yedidia  shared  that  the  youth  justice  committee  members  have  been  in  communication 
with  Liz  Jackson  about  the  youth  forum  on  April  4,  2012. 

Maliyah  Ponce,  a youth  participant  of  Mo’Magic,  asked  how  the  Youth  Commission  currently 
conducts  outreach  and  spread  the  word  about  the  work  of  the  commission.  Ms.  Ponce 
explained  that  she  had  never  heard  of  the  commission  before  and  would  like  for  outreach  to 
be  more  widespread  to  all  youth  in  SF. 

Commissioners  Bonner  and  Tu  Mutch  explained  that  the  commission  has  an  outreach  plan, 
and  has  been  meeting  with  different  community  based  organizations  and  youth  service 
providers.  Commissioners  thanked  Ms.  Ponce  for  her  comment  and  welcomed  any  future 
feedback  and  suggestions  on  how  commissioners  can  better  outreach  to  other  youth.  ' 

Kris  - a youth  participant  of  Mo’Magic,  asked  commissioners  to  share  how  they  joined  the 
commission. 

Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Brodwin  explained  the  application  process  and  how  the  Mayor 
and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  appoints  a youth  commissioner  to  the  body.  Ms.  LaCroix  then 
urged  youth  in  attendance  to  apply.  The  deadline  for  the  application  is  Friday,  April  13, 

2012.  Commissioner  Brodwin  also  urged  youth  who  are  not  available  to  make  the  yearlong 
commitment,  but  were  still  interested  in  working  on  youth  issues,  to  look  into  joining  a future 
issues-based  committee,  which  are  open  to  all  youth. 
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5.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8:19  pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 
'1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 
Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 
www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.oro1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  April  16,2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Pi. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 
(Document  A) 


B.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 — Special  Community  Budget  Town  Hall 
(Document  B) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 


APR  1 6 20 12 
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5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 


A.  [BOS  file  no.  120193]  Ordinance:  1)  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  184.85  to 
modify  the  permissible  distance  between  mobile  food  facilities  and  school;  and  2) 
adopting  environmental  findings.  (Supervisor  Wiener,  Olague) 

Presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Scott  Wiener 
(Document  C) 


6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 


7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 


8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 


A.  Motion — 04 — Shall  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  support  the  effort  to  stop  the 
closure  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission? 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Persky 
(Document  D) 

B.  Motion — 05 — Motion  to  Support  and  Co-sponsor  MO’  MAGIC’S  Summer  Learning  Series 
regarding  Mo  Magic  Collaboration 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  LaCroix 
(Document  E) 


1 


C.  [Second  Reading]  Approval  of  Youth  Commission  Policy  & Budget  Priorities  FY  12- 
13/13-14 
(Document  F) 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  May  2,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee 

D.  Youth  City  Services 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee 

F.  Student  Support,  Health,  and  Facilities  Committee 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

D.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  March  19,  2012  - Can  not  be  authorized 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 
City  Hall,  Room  244 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario. vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244 
San  Francisco  94102-4689 
Tel.  No.  554-5184 
Fax  No.  554-5163 
TDD/TTY  No.  554-5227 


MEMORANDUM 


TO:  Youth  Commission 

FROM:  Alisa  Miller,  Clerk,  Land  Use  and  Economic  Development  Committee 

Board  of  Supervisors 

DATE:  March  6,  2012 

SUBJECT:  REFERRAL  FROM  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  received  the  following  proposed  legislation,  which  is 
being  referred  to  the  Youth  Commission,  per  Charter  Section  4.124,  for  comment  and 
recommendation.  The  Commission  may  provide  any  response  it  deems  appropriate 
within  12  days  from  the  date  of  this  referral. 

File  No.  120193 

Ordinance:  1)  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  184.85  to  modify  the 
permissible  distance  between  mobile  food  facilities  and  school;  and  2)  adopting 
environmental  findings. 

Please  return  this  cover  sheet  with  the  Commission’s  response  to  me  at  the  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  City  Flail,  Room  244,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102. 

ic*************************************************************************************************** 


RESPONSE  FROM  YOUTH  COMMISSION  Date: 

No  Comment 

Recommendation  Attached 


Chairperson,  Youth  Commission 


Youth  Commission  Referral 
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FILE  NO.  120193 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Public  Works  Code  - Mobile  Food  Truck  Locations] 


Ordinance:  1)  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  184.85  to  modify  the  permissible 
distance  between  mobile  food  facilities  and  school;  and  2)  adopting  environmental 
findings. 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman ; 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  € 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  Findings 

(a)  On , the  Planning  Department  determined  that  this 

Ordinance  was  categorically  exempt  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act.  Said 

determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 

and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  184.85,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  184.85.  REGULATING  MOBILE  FOOD  FACILITY  LOCATIONS. 

(a)  Every  person  desiring  a permit  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  conform  to  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  this  Section  184.85  and  any  regulations  and  rules  that  the  Director 
adopts  pursuant  to  this  Article. 

(b)  The  Director  may  issue  a Mobile  Food  Facility  permit  only  when  the  Director  finds 
that  the  following  location  and  time  requirements  are  met: 

(1)  The  Location  shall: 

(A)  Leave  unobstructed  path  for  pedestrian  passage  on  any  sidewalk  a 
space  not  less  than  6 feet  wide. 


Supervisor  Wiener 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  1 
01/10/2012 

>;\)and\as2012\1 2001 79\007481 39.doc 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


(B)  Satisfy  all  other  locational  requirements  of  the  Department. 

(2)  No  Mobile  Food  Facility  or  Mobile  Food  Facility  Vendor  shall  peddle  goods, 
wares  or  merchandise  between  the  hours  of  3:00  a.m.  {midnight)  and  6:00  a.m.,  unless  the 
Director  has  approved  such  sales  after  consulting  with  the  Planning  Department  and  the  Chief 
of  Police. 

(3)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  this  Code,  no  Mobile  Food  Facility 
or  Mobile  Food  Facility  Vendor  shall  peddle  goods,  wares  or  merchandise: 

(A)  In  any  residential  ("R")  district  other  than  a residential-commercial 
combined  ("RC")  district  as  defined  in  the  Planning  Code. 

(B)  In  the  "P"  districts,  as  defined  in  Section  234  of  the  Planning  Code,  that 
are  located  on  Twin  Peaks  or  in  any  areas  in  or  adjacent  to  Open  Space  Districts  located  on 
Twin  Peaks. 

(C)  On  the  north  side  of  Jefferson  Street  between  Jones  and  Taylor. 

(D)  Within  1,500/eet  one  (1)  City  block's  distance  of  the  property  line  of  any 
public  middle  school,  junior  high  school,  or  high  school  between  the  hours  of  7:00  a.m.  and 
5:00  p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  locational  requirements  of  Subsection  (b)(1 ),  if  a Pushcart 
Peddler  has  a valid  permit  fora  specific  Location  dated  as  of  July  19, 1995,  said  Peddler  is 
exempt  from  Subsection  (b)(1)(B)  and  the  Director  may  issue  an  exception  to  Subsection 
(b)(1)(A)  for  such  Peddler  as  long  as  the  permitted  pedestrian  passage  satisfies  applicable 
federal  and  State  access  requirements. 

(d)  The  Director,  after  a public  hearing,  may  adopt  such  orders,  policies,  regulations, 
rules,  or  standard  plans  and  specifications  as  he  or  she  deems  necessary  in  order  to  preserve 
and  maintain  the  public  health,  safety,  welfare,  and  convenience.  Such  orders,  policies, 
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regulations,  or  rules  may  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  permit  application  materials, 
placement  of  and  information  contained  on  signs,  site  conditions,  accessibility  of  sidewalks 
streets.  When  such  orders,  policies,  regulations,  or  rules  will  affect  the  operations  and 
enforcement  of  the  Municipal  Transportation  Authority,  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  or  the 
Fire  Department,  the  Director  shall  consult  with  and  provide  an  opportunity  to  comment  to  the 
Director  of  the  affected  Department  prior  to  adoption  of  such  orders,  policies,  regulations,  or 
rule. 

Section  3.  Effective  Date.  This  ordinance  shall  become  effective  30  days  from  the 
of  passage. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO. 


D 'OCV-MEfi/T  (d) 

MOTION  NO.  Ill  2 — 04 


[Youth  Commission  Supporting  to  Stop  the  Closure  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission! 

Motion: 

Shall  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  support  the  effort  to  stop  the  closure  of  the  Oakland  Youth 
Commission? 

Supplemental  Information: 

Similarly  to  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission,  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission  serves  as  a liaison 
between  Oakland’s  youth  and  its  city  government.  As  the  city  of  Oakland  is  also  in  a fiscally 
challenging  situation,  it  has  made  a decision  to  cut  funding  for  the  staff  of  the  Oakland  Youth 
Commission.  Youth  Commissions  can  serve  as  a very  powerful  role  in  allowing  youth  empowerment 
and  civic  engagement  in  their  respective  cities. 

Not  only  has  the  city  of  Oakland  cut  funding  for  staff  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission,  but  it  has  now 
also  considered  completely  closing  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission.  In  an  effort  to  stop  this,  members 
of  Oakland’s  Youth  Commission  have  proposed  that  they  continue  to  meet  in  a system  led  by  one  staff 
person  rather  than  two.  If  that  is  not  fiscally  feasible,  members  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission 
would  advocate  for  a commission  permanently  supervised  by  volunteers  of  the  public.  This  will  allow 
the  Oakland  Youth  Commission  to  continue  to  advise  and  meet  with  City  Council  members  and  civic 
leaders  to  advocate  for  the  needs  of  Oakland’s  youth. 
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FILE  NO. 


MOTION  NO.  1112—05 


[Motion  to  Support  and  Co-sponsor  MO’  MAGIC’S  Summer  Learning  Series] 

Shall  the  Youth  Commission  co-sponsor  the  Summer  Learning  Series  held  by  Mo’  MAGIC 
during  the  months  of  June,  July,  and  August  and  shall  the  Youth  Commission  also  plan  and 
facilitate  activities  with  MO’  MAGIC  for  the  following  dates:  Thursday,  June  21,  2012; 
Thursday,  July  12,  2012;  and  Wednesday,  August  1 , 2012? 

Supplemental  information 

MO’  MAGIC,  a youth  service  community  based  organization  located  in  District  5,  is  hosting 
their  annual  Summer  Learning  Series  in  hopes  of  encouraging  children  and  youth  to  be  active, 
safe,  and  to  volunteer  during  2012  summer  months,  and  year  round.  Each  day  in  the  three 
month  series  is  filled  with  various  fun  engaging  and  educational  activities  (see  calendar).  By 
the  end  of  the  series,  youth  will  have  spent  the  summer  engaged  in  safe  activities  and  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  continue  their  learning  experience  through  a volunteer  position  with  a 
partnering  philanthropic  foundation. 

The  question(s)  before  the  Youth  Commission  is  1)  whether  we  wish  to  co-sponsor  the 
Summer  Learning  Series,  and  2)  whether  we  wish  to  help  plan  and  facilitate  events  on 
Thursday,  June  21,  2012;  Thursday,  July  12,  2012;  and  Wednesday,  August  1,  2012. 

Should  the  Youth  Commission  approve  both  motions,  we  will  be  actively  involved  in  planning, 
facilitating,  and  outreaching  for  events,  namely  the  three  written  into  the  motion 

Outreach 

Outreach  is  equally  important  as  with  any  other  YC  sponsored  event.  However,  since  we  are 
partnering  with  Mo’  MAGIC,  it  will  be  less  stressful. 

Commissioner  LaCroix 
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Pursuant  to  Charter  Section  4.124, 
“The  purpose  of  the  Commission  is  to 
collect  all  information  relevant  to 
advising  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
Mayor  on  the  effects  of  legislative 
policies,  needs,  assessments,  priorities, 
programs,  and  budgets  concerning  the 
children  and  youth  of  San  Francisco.” 
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Introductory  Letter  from 
Youth  Commission  President 
Leah  LaCroix 

Leah  LaCroix’s  text  of  glory. 

Whoo! 
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Free  MUNI  for  all  Youth 


Priority  #1:  Free  MUNI  fares  for  all  San  Francisco  young  people 

currently  enrolled  in  Kindergarten-through- 12th 
grades  (or  high  school  equivalency),  who  use  a Clipper 
card. 

Background 

This  priority  is  the  result  of  months  of  extensive  community  process,  much  data-driven  deliberation,  and 
over  two  years  of  legislative  activity  in  which  the  Youth  Commission  has  played  a central  role.  What 
follows  is  a summary  of  this  recent  history. 

San  Francisco’s  young  people  are  deeply  dependent  on  the  Municipal  Railway  (MUNI).  For  example,  a 
recent  survey  of  some  8,256  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  high  school  students, 
nearly  seventy  percent  of  respondents  (69.3%)  said  they  use  some  form  of  public  transportation  to  get 
to  or  from  school,  and  over  thirty  percent  (30.6%)  of  respondents  reported  that  must  take  more  than 
one  train  or  bus  to  get  to  school  (Figure  I).1 

SFUSD  High  School  MUNI 


b Students  riding 
more  than  one 
bus/train  to 
school 

h Students  riding 
one  bus/train  to 
school 

« Students  not 
riding  public 
transportation  to 
school 


Moreover,  in  recent  years,  the  price  of  the  youth  fast  pass  has  increased  dramatically,  from  $10  in  May 
2009  to  $15  in  December  2009  to  $20  in  May  2010  to  $21  in  July  of  201 1 (Figure  2) 2 

In  response  to  this  manifest  need  for  accessible  youth  transportation  access,  the  Youth  Commission 
and  subsequently  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  resolutions  that  prompted  action  on  the  part  of  the 


1 Fall  2008  Youth  Vote  Student  Survey,  page  66, 
www.sfbos.orQ/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=17354. 

2 Board  of  Supervisors  Budget  & Legislative  Analyst,  Cost-Benefit  Analysis  of  Waiving  the  San  Francisco 

Municipal  Railway  (MUNI)Fares  Charged  to  Youth  Ages  5-17,  September  19,  201 1 , page  1 , 
http://www.sfbos.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=39670. 
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Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (MTA)  Board  of  Directors.  In  April  of  2010,  MTA  Board  approved 
budgeting  revenue  losses  of  $1.4  million  in  FY  10-1 1 and  $1.5  million  in  FY  11-12,  respectively,  for  the 
purpose  of  selling  discounted  fast  passes  to  low-income  youth  through  the  SFUSD.3 

Increasing  Cost  of  MUNI  Youth  Fast  Pass 
(Figure  2) 


May,  2009  December,  May,  2010 
2009 


However,  this  so-called  “Youth  Lifeline”  fast  pass  was  never  sold,  for  a number  of  administrative 
reasons  identified  by  the  SFUSD  and  the  MTA,  including  difficulties  with  eligibility  (identifying  eligible 
low-income  students  while  complying  with  federal  privacy  laws);  personnel  (identifying  personnel  who 
could  distribute  the  passes  without  adding  duties^  outside  of  >•  employee  job  descriptions);  payment 
(taking  payments  in  a secure  manner)  and  sales  arid  distribution  location  (finding  student-accessible 
and  earthquake-safe  site(s)  to  sell  and  ‘distribute  the  transit  passes).4 5  * 

• • . ' **. . - /' 
in  the  wake  of  these  administrative  costs  and  complications,  that  prevented  the  successful 
implementation  of  the  Youth  Lifeline  fast  pass — and  with  San  Francisco’s  young  people  still  struggling 
to  access  MUNI— the  Youth  Commission  and  subsequently  the  Board  of  .Supervisors  adopted 
resolutions,  in  the  winter  of  2011  that  once  more  prompted  MTA' Board  action. ^'-Qn  March  1,  2011, 
then,  the  MTABpard  authorized  providing  up  to  12,000  MUNI  youth  fast  passes  for  eacfo.month  of  April 
through  June,  20T1 . - *’J 

At  the  SFUSD,  policy  decisions  in  recent  years  have  resulted  in  the.  virtual  elimination  of  yellow  school 
bus  service  to  non-special  education  students.  At  present,  98%  of  high  school  students  are'vvithout 
yellow  school  bus  service,  a mere  five  middle  schools  still  get  busing,  and  elementary  schoofsvare 
increasingly  without  service.6 


3 Memo  from  MTA  Executive  Director/CEO  Nathaniel  Ford  to  Youth  Commission  President  Leah  LaCroix,  January 
26,  2011.  See  also  Youth  Commission  resolution  0910— AL08  Youth  Lifeline  Pass  and  Fare  Increases  and  BOS 

. resolution  01410  (file  no.100408)  MUNI  Youth  Lifeline  Discount  Pass. 

4 SFMTA .Finance  and  Information  Technology  Division  staff  report  to  MTA  Board,  April  3,  2010,  page  3,' 
http://www.sfmta.com/cms/cmta/documents/4-3-12ltem14Youthtransitfares.pdf 

5 See  Youth  Commission  resolution  1011 — AL04  Youth  Lifeline  Follow  Up  and  BOS  resolution  0083-11  (file  no. 

1 10074)  MUNI  Youth  Lifeline  Discount  Fast'  Pass  Program  Changes. 

6 Kyungjin  Lee,  KALW,v“jn  Sao/rancisco,  Funding  Cuts  Mean  It’s  Not  Always  Easy  (Or  Safe)  to  Get  to  School,” 

March  23,  2012,  Transportation 'Nation,  http://transportationnation.org/2012/03/23/in-san-francisco-fundinq-cuts- 
mean-its-not-alwavs-easv-or-safe-to^qfet-to-school/. 
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All  of  these  factors  discussed  above — the  SFUSD’s  effective  elimination  of  yellow  school  bus  service, 
the  administrative  costs  and  complications  associated  with  an  income-based  discounted  MUNI  youth 
fast  pass  as  witnessed  in  the  failure  of  the  Youth  Lifeline,  the  rising  cost  of  the  youth  fast  pass,  and  San 
Francisco  young  people’s  dependence  on  MUNI — have  contributed  to  the  Youth  Commission’s 
development  of  this  policy  and  budget  priority,  first  articulated  on  September  1.9,  2012,  with  the 
adoption  of  Youth  Commission  resolution  1112 — AL  Free  Youth  Transportation ? 

Furthermore,  in  public  hearings  at  the  Youth  Commission,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  MTA 
Board,  the  Youth  Commission  has  also  heard  time  and  again  about  the  stigma  that  would  attend  to  a 
low-income  only  free  or  discounted  youth  MUNI  fast  pass  program;  community  members  have  likewise 
argued  against 

Recommendation 

Youth  Commission  calls  on  Mayor  Lee,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Municipal  Transportation 
Agency  (MTA)  Board  of  Directors  to  imp 

the  Youth  Commission  has  been  working  with  a coalition  comprised  of  community  organizations  and 
the  office  of  Supervisor  David  Campos,  staff  at  the  MTA,  the  San  Francisco  County  Transportation 
Authority  (SFCTA)  and  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  to  identify  funding  that 
would  make  MUNI  free  for  youth.7 8 


(SRO) Pf6gram 


Priorit] 


!lResd>^ 

9-ke^fe  ‘ Scl\£#fResource  0£#<5er?  Program 


The  fcT&ifBllion  cupdhtly  a'Hgpdfed  from  the  G^rferal  Fund  to  th^SSTO  Program’ 
is  bej^tg  used  lively r^Wore  the  ‘SRp'program’  as  a^mole  must  be 

equated  boi^progi’ammatically^ind  firmly. 

develoma'fask  forcpnhat  would  reWke  School  Ba^TPolicing  in  San  Francisco 
and ^efvelop  anw MOU betwe^ifm^cliopF^mct  and  SFPD. 

Ensure  thatprery  officer  foJMw  the  S£^hp€T)epartment’s  General  Orders_7j 
protocoled  revoke  thej^incipjp^o^^hsd  currently  stands. 


Findings^ 

The  current  system  for  a^urip 
present,  police  officers 
program.  This  dysfu^rctional  §£. 


Pols  is  in  need  of  refo# 
^transparent  and  n£p<£ftfralized 
tfell-Staordinated  secuni ty^drL 


7 This  prompted  BOS  resolution  0445-1 1 (file  no.  1 1 1 032)  Free  MUNI  Fast  Pas^ 

8 Youth  Commission  resolution 
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YOUTH  IMMIGRATION  COMMITTEE 
POLICY  PRIORITIES 


Employment  Opportunities  for 
Undocumented  Youth  and  Transitional  Age  Youth 


Priority  #1;  Give  access  to  city  employment  programs  for  undocumented  youth  and 
transitional  age  youth 


• Give  access  to  existing  city  youth  employment  programs  funded  by  the  £fci Id ren^sj^u nd 

or  Sgneraljiind ; 

• Pay  them  through  stipends  and/or  educational  scholarships 

The  Need 

Though  San  Francisco  is  a sanctuary  city,  it  is  stiil  hard  to  get  qualitative  data  on  undocumented 
youth.  What  we  clearly  know  is  that  we  still  deny  them  access  to  employment  opportunities 
through  the  city's  youth  employment  programs  like  MYEEP.  Unfortunately  this  reality  has 
unintended  consequences  when  young  people  are  forced  to  find  other  ways  to  make  money. 
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This  large  need  for  employment  opportunities  for  undocumented  youth  has  been  captured 
through  the  qualitative  research  of  the  Youth  Commission,  WISF’s  Workforce  Investment 
Community  Advisory  Committee  (WICAC),  TAYSF’s  Young  Adult  Advisory  Board  (TAYSF- 
YAA},  and  DCYF: 

Findings? 


• WISF  WiCAC/TAYSF-YAA,  Youth  Employment  Forum,  2011 

o Members  of  the  YAA  conducted  focus  groups  with  over  80  youth  and  young 
adults  around  barriers  and  solutions  to  finding  employment 
o One  of  the  top  barriers  identified  was  denial  of  an  opportunity  in  employment 
programs  that  required  citizenship  to  participate 


• Youth  Commission,  Immigrant  Youth  Summit,  201 1 

o Surveyed  and  conducted  focus  groups  with  99  (only  58  surveys  were  turned  in) 
youth  that  attended  from  SFUSD  high  schools 
o The  group  also  found  their  citizenship  status  to  be  a barrier  to  attaining 
meaningful  employment 


• Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families,  Community  Needs  Assessment, 
2011 

o Participants  in  DCYF’s  community  input  sessions  articulated  the  need  for 

internships,  career  mentoring/shadowing  programs,  and  meaningful,  year-round 
(not  solely  summer)  employment  opportunities  as  a factor  critical  in  reducing 
youth  violence 


®BP 
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o Participants  expressed  a need  to  ensure  that  immigrant  youth  and  those  with 
disabilities  or  Involvement  in  the  juvenile  justice  or  child  welfare  system  have 
access  to  such  programming 


’-mi 


• Youth  Advisory  Council,  Focus  Group  with  ESL  and  Immigrant  Youth,  201 1 

o Members  of  DCYF's  Youth  Advisory  Council  conducted  a focus  group  for  the 
Community  Needs  Assessment  with  ESL  and  immigrant  youth  from  SFUSD  and 
young  adults  from  CCSF 

o Documentation  requirement  for  programs  was  found  as  large  barrier  to  program 
accessibility 


Overall  the  need  for  meaningful  employment,  programs,  and  training  services  for  undocumented 
youth  and  young  adults  has  been  clearly  identified  and  documented  by  youth  and  young  adults 
themselves.  This  overwhelming  voice  is  what  drove  the  Youth  Immigration  Committee  to 
dedicate  itself  to  finding  creative  solutions  to  fully  give  access  to  undocumented  youth  and 
young  adults  in  all  City  funded  workforce  programs. 
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Priority  #2:  SFUSD  Counselor  Training  and  Curriculum  Adjustment  for  New  Comer 
Students 

• Course  placement  should  be  based  on  immigrant  students'  English  level  and  academics 
rather  than  simplistic  placement,  in  order  for  immigrant  students  to  be  better  equipped 
for  college. 

• Counselors  should  provide  more  information  for  immigrant  students,  including,  but  not 
limited  to  volunteer  events,  after  school  programs,  internships,  AB540,  Dream  Act,  and 
resources  for  undocumented  youth. 

The  Need 


II 

Training  SFUSD  Counselors 


Findings  and  Analysis 

a)  in  the  survey  conducted  by  E)CYFt  CAN^^isiSIffidnt: Focus  jGrbu^E^ar^Mmr^qrdnr voulK 
the  group  had  predicted  that  one  of  the  greatest  challenges  for  ESL  students  was  that  their 
course  placement  and  the  English  Language  Development  (ELD)  curriculum  was  unsatisfactory 
and  not  suited  to  their  academic  level.  Some  said  ‘Sometimes  immigrant  youth  want  to  transfer 
out  of  ELD  program  and  challenge  themselves,  but  their  teacher  won't  let  them*  and  there  are 
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“ELD  programs  that  don’t  meet  college  requirements.’  Others  said  they  were  “placed  in  an 
English  only  classroom  when  you  don’t  know  any  English  at  all.’  They  also  shared  that: 

• El.D  classes  are  not  preparing  youth  for  college.  They  need  more  vocabulary,  grammar, 
academic  rigor. 

• Curriculum:  There  is  a big  difference  between  ELD  curriculum  and  non  ESL  curriculum. 

ESL  students  receive  the  lowest  level  education  that  prepares  them  for  blue  collar  jobs.  

I • ELD  programs fjon’thejf)  immigrant^ youth_ adapt  to  American  Jjfe . , - -{  Deleted: mm 

I • £SI  students  need  help  with  thisjransitiqn  from  high  school  to_ college. -{  Deleted:  They 

• ESL  teachers  need  to  be  more  dedicated  and  have  better  requirements.  Some  are  only 
focused  on  teaching  to  the  test. 

All  of  these  comments  from  the  focus  group  are  echoed  by  the  experiences  of  two  members  of 

the  jSan  Frapcjsco ’Youth  Coiti fir ^ssioh  2010-201.1.  ■2011-201 2 ;and  Stddehi  Advisory  Council  _ 

I 2011-20121  This  ajl  has  clearly  identified  that  SFUSD  ELD  students'  needfor  a better  ELD_  _ _ ^ - -fcomnicnt  [P3j  r 
curriculum  and  course  placement  are  unmet.  - ■ 1 " : 
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b)  Counselors  should  provide  more  Information  for  immigrant  students,  Including  but  not  limited 
to  volunteer  events,  after  school  programs,  internships,  AB540,  Dream  Act,  and  resources  for 
undocumented  youth. 


(I  am  still  trying  to  work  on  the  graphs) 

According  to  the  survey  conducted  by  the  Immigrant  Youth  Summit  for.58  SFUSD  students, 
54%  said  they  had  never  heard  of  AB540  before  the  summit  and  25%  still  didn’t  know  what 
AB540  was.  49%  had  neverh^rd^U^^^^Adjr^^^sjilMidn't  know  what  the  Dream 

attended  the  Dream  Act  workshop  during  the  summit)  The  high  percentage  of  immigrants  who 
do  not  know  about  AB540  is  shocking.  .itjsvery  important  for  jievycomer  students  to  be  aware_ 
their  immigration  status  as  early  as  possible  because  unawareness  of  their  status  may 
jeopardize  students’  job  and  college  access. 


of 


In  the  DCYF  focus  group,  students  have  also  identified  some  other  challenges: 

• . Culture  shock  of  coming  to  America 

• ELD  programs  that  don't  help  immigrant  youth  adapt  to  American  life 


Therefore,  we  recommend  SFUSD  counselors  to  be  trained  to  better  provide  information  for 
undocumented  youth  about  existing  resources  such  as  scholarship  and  for  immigrant  youth  in 
general  more  programs  that  help  them  transition  to  American  life. 
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YOUTH  JUSTICE  COMMITTEE 
POLICY  PRIORITIES 


Priority  1 

Full  access  for  detainees  at  the  Juvenile  Probation  Department’s  Juvenile  Justice  Center 

Background 

See  February  25,  20120  Bay  Citizen/New  York  Times  article: 

Giving  Detainees  Access  to  Outdoor  Recreation 
By  TREY  BUNDY 

How  many  adults  does  it  take  to  supervise  a playground?  Too  many,  apparently,  if  the 
playground  is  at  San  Francisco’s  Juvenile  Justice  Center. 

A large  outdoor  recreation  area  at  the  city’s  juvenile  hall  — part  of  a $47  million  renovation  in 
2006  — has  sat  mostly  unused  for  five  years.  Center  officials  say  staff  shortages  and  security 
concerns  have  prevented  youthful  detainees  from  using  the  space,  which  includes  basketball 
and  volleyball  courts,  a kickball  diamond  and  a soccer  field  with  grass. 

"They  gave  us  the  yard,  but  they  didn’t  give  us  the  proper  allocation  of  staff  to  be  able  to  post  up 
in  there,”  said  William  Siffermann,  chief  of  juvenile  probation,  who  oversees  the  hall. 

Now  a group  of  young  people,  including  some  former  juvenile  detainees,  are  taking  the  matter 
to  the  mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission — a 17- 
member  volunteer  group  of  young  people  ages  12  to  23  that  makes  policy  recommendations  to 
city  leaders  — drafted  a resolution  last  week  calling  for  detainees  to  have  regular  access  to  the 
space. 

The  commission  also  questioned  whether  detainees  at  the  hall  were  getting  outside  enough  to 
comply  with  state  regulations.  Every  juvenile  is  required  to  have  an  opportunity  for  outdoor 
exercise  for  at  least  an  hour  a day. 

“I  spent  two  full  years  in  juvenile  hall,  always  wishing  I could  go  outside  more,”  said  Angel 
Carrion,  20,  one  of  the  youth  commissioners.  Mr.  Carrion  was  released  in  2009,  after  earning  a 
G.E.D.,  and  now  works  with  juveniles  in  the  justice  system. 

“Quite  frankly,  I don’t  think  many  youth  in  there  know  what  they’re  allowed  to  do  or  what  they're 
allowed  to  be  getting,”  he  said. 

Mr.  Carrion  and  a fellow  commissioner,  Rene  Ontiveros,  who  also  served  time  in  the  hall,  said 
they  doubted,  based  on  their  experience,  that  most  detainees  got  outside  for  an  hour  each  day. 
Mr.  Siffermann  said  juvenile  hall  was  in  compliance  with  state  mandates  but  added  that  he 
“can’t  say  with  certainty  that  every  kid  has  had  his  or  her  opportunities”  to  go  outside. 

A 2010  evaluation  by  the  Corrections  Standards  Authority,  the  state  agency  that  inspects  the 
center  every  two  years,  found  no  state  code  violations  there. 

While  the  large  fields  sit  dormant,  young  offenders  spend  their  outdoor  time  on  small  courtyards 
adjacent  to  five  living  units.  Although  each  unit  houses  up  to  20  youths,  only  about  five  can  use 
a courtyard  at  a time  because  of  the  size  and  supervision  concerns. 

Because  the  courtyards  are  typically  available  for  only  an  hour  a day,  Mr.  Ontiveros  said, 

"getting  20  kids  on  that  yard  for. an  hour  is  impossible.” 

Mr.  Siffermann  acknowledged  that  there  was  only  a “short  window  of  time”  each  day  for 
detainees  to  go  outside. 

He  also  said  there  were  legitimate  reasons  some  detainees  did  not  get  outside  each  day. 

‘We  might  have  a kid  that’s  on  more  discipline  and  requires  more  room  time,”  he  said.  “Some 
kids  don’t  want  to  go  outside,  and  I can’t  force  them  out  there.” 
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Detainees  have  gym  classes  during  school  hours,  but  those  are  inside  and  do  not  provide  the 
physical  and  mental  health  benefits  associated  with  sunlight. 

"When  you’re  locked  in  a facility  with  limited  access  to  natural  light,  it’s  very  unhealthy  and 
depressing,”  said  Sue  Burrell,  a lawyer  at  the  Youth  Law  Center  in  San  Francisco. 

Using  the  whole  space  would  require  improving  the  yard's  fence  and  paying  overtime  wages  for 
staff  members,  Mr.  Siffermann  said.  The  money  needed  for  both  items  has  not  been  budgeted. 

But  as  a step  forward,  he  said,  his  staff  would  begin  allowing  youths  to  use  two  basketball 
courts  on  the  edges  of  the  yard  beginning  in  March. 

In  response  to  the  youth  commission’s  concerns,  Mr.  Siffermann  has  agreed  to  meet  with  the 
commissioners  quarterly.  He  led  them  on  a tour  of  the  center  last  week. 

The  commissioners  are  committed  to  working  with  Mr.  Siffermann,  but  they  remain  unconvinced 
by  the  state’s  assessment  that  detainees  are  getting  enough  fresh  air  and  sunlight. 

“Either  they  had  a dog  and  pony  show  .when  the  big  bosses  were  coming  down  or  the 
regulations  need  to  be  fixed,"  Mr.  Ontiveros  said. 

Analysis 

Juvenile  Probation  Department  has  neither  requested  nor  planned  for  any  of  the  monies 
necessary  to  make  the  capital  improvements  for  full  recreation  access.1 

Priority  2 

Have  Police  Department  implement  the  3 recommendations  the  Youth  Commission  Youth 
Justice  Committee  delivered. 

Background  and  Analysis: 

See  March  19  memo  to  Police  Commission: 

YOUTH  COMMISSION 
MEMORANDUM 

TO:  Thomas  Mazzucco,  President,  Police  Commission 

Honorable  Members,  Police  Commission 
Greg  Suhr,  Chief  of  Police 
CC:  Honorable  Mayor  Edwin  M.  Lee 

Honorable  Members,  Board  of  Supervisors 

Honorable  Superintendent  Carlos  Garcia,  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
Honorable  Commissioners,  Board  of  Education 
Joyce  M.  Hicks,  Executive  Director,  Office  of  Citizen  Complaints 
FROM:  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Commissioner  Rene  Ontiveros,  Chair 
Commissioner  Angel  Carrion,  Vice  Chair 
Commissioner  Javonte  Holloway,  Member 
DATE:  Monday,  March19,  2012 

RE:  Recommendations  to  improve  youth-police  interactions 


Background:  March  7 Joint  Hearing 


1 201 1-2012  Capital  Plan.  http://onesanfrancisco.org/wp-content/uploads/Public-Safetv-201 2-2021.  pdf, 
page  28. 
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On  March  7th,  2012  the  Police  and  Youth  Commissions  held  the  First  ever  joint  meeting  of  our 
respective  bodies. 

For  about  four  and  a half  hours,  we  heard  presentations  from  experts  in  youth  and  criminal 
justice  and  staff  from  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  and  Office  of  Citizen 
Complaints  (OCC).  We  also  listened  to  public  comment  testimony  from  over  seventy  speakers. 

At  least  forty  of  these  speakers  were  youth— a great  many  of  whom  offered  passionate, 
compelling  stories — and  the  balance  was  mostly  youth  service  providers,  principals,  teachers, 
and  parents. 

We  heard  inspiring  stories  as  well  of  heart-felt  suggestions  for  improving  youth/police  relations. 
Many  community  members  and  department  staff  discussed  the  positive  and  positively  life 
changing  work  in  which  SFPD  is  involved  each  day.  There  were  also  numerous  stories  of 
miscommunication  and  seemingly  unnecessary  escalation  between  police  officers  and  youth. 

Most  people  who  came  forward  to  speak  did  so  in  good  faith:  they  honestly  shared  their  stories 
in  the  hope  of  improving  interactions  between  youth  and  police.  This  memo  is  an  attempt  to  help 
make  good  on  that  hope. 

Recommendations 

This  memo  contains  three  recommendations  for  the  SFPD  and  the  Police  Commission  to 
improve  youth-police  relations  in  San  Francisco.  These  recommendations  are  a result  of  not 
only  the  joint  hearing  and  months  of  research  our  committee  conducted  in  advance  of  the  March 
7 event,  but  also  the  Youth  Commission’s  eight  years  of  working  in  collaboration  with  juvenile 
justice  advocates,  the  OCC,  and  SFPD  to  revise  and  implement  the  Department  General  Order 
(DGO)  7.01  on  juvenile-policing  procedures.  The  recommendations  are  numbered  in  order  of 
importance. 

1)  Provide  a new  training  for  all  police  officers,  with  a priority  for  sergeants  and  patrol 

officers  that  address  topics  and  policing  tactics  unique  to  juveniles.  This  training  should 

include  topics  such  as  adolescent  cognitive  development,  mental  health  issues  for  youth, 

asserting  authority  effectively  with  juveniles,  recognizing  and  interacting  with  traumatized 

youth  and  responding  to  accusations  of  racial  profiling.  The  Youth  Commission  Youth 

Justice  Committee  strongly  suggests  that  the  training  incorporate  scenarios  of  real  life 

police-youth  interactions  and  emphasize  effective  communication  and  de-escalation 

tactics  during  police  interactions  with  youth. 

Many  members  of  the  public  at  our  hearing  spoke  to  the  importance  of  building 
relationships  between  youth  and  police  officers  to  further  community  relations  and  to 
reduce  the  chances  of  youth  involvement  in  crime.  We  heard  how  this  is  done  to  great 
effect  in  the  programming  of  the  Police  Activities  League,  the  Wilderness  Program,  the 
Youth  Fishing  Program,  Operation  Dream  and  the  STEPs  Program,  the  Chiefs  “Finish 
High  School”  and  job  outreach  talks  at  schools,  and  the  everyday  work  of  officers  of  the 
Special  Victims  Unit  and  district  stations  all  over  the  city. 

We  also  heard,  however,  that  too  often  these  relationships  can  be  strengthened  or  in 
some  cases,  do  not  exist.  And  we  all  know  that  it’s  not  always  possible  for  these 
relations  to  exist,  given  the  SFPD’s  chief  responsibility  to  provide  for  the  public's  safety 
through  the  prevention  and  investigation  of  crime. 
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However,  the  youth-related  training  that  SFPD  officers  currently  receive  does  not  include 
the  elements  outlined  above,  and  although  SFPD  used  to  provide  more  in-depth  training 
to  school  resource  officers,  this  training  was  discontinued  in  2009. 

We  are  convinced  a new  training  that  is  specifically  tailored  to  police-youth  interactions 
would  improve  youth  and  police  interactions,  increase  community  support  of  the  police, 
and  provide  officers  more  tools  to  successfully  interact  with  youth. 

We  think  the  SFPD  has  already  engaged  in  a good  model  of  collaboration  with 
community  organizations  in  the  2009  work  that  officers  from  the  Ingleside  Station  did 
with  youth  from  Excelsior-based  community  organizations.  This  new  training  should  build 
upon  the  work  that  has  already  been  done  through  community  building  events  like  the 
Excelsior  Youth  Summit  and  should  utilize  existing  venues  such  as  the  Youth  Chief 
Advisory  Forum.  The  trainings  offered  by  Strategies  for  Youth 
fwww.strateaiesforvouth.com)  provide  a “Train  the  Trainer”  for  command  staff  and 
training  sergeants,  and  Strategies  for  Youth  also  involves  community  organizations  and 
youth  in  the  training. 

We  would  be  glad  to  discuss  with  you  opportunities  for  obtaining  substantial  funding  for 
these  trainings.  Will  the  Police  Commission  and  the  Chief  consider  instituting  this  kind  of 
training  for  FY  12-13? 

2)  Ensure  there  is  widespread  and  regular  distribution  of  SFPD  Juvenile  Know  Your  Rights 

pamphlets  through  other  City  agencies , the  school  district  and  social  media. 

As  part  of  the  projects  to  implement  the  revisions  to  DGO  7.01 , the  Youth  Commission, 
numerous  juvenile  justice  advocacy  groups  and  the  OCC  co-authored  with  SFPD  a 
youth-friendly  Know  Your  Rights  brochure.  This  pamphlet  explains  police  procedures 
under  DGO  7.01  along  with  young  people’s  rights  and  responsibilities  with  the  police. 

The  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice  Committee  recommends  that  at  the  beginning  of 
each  school  year  SFPD  provide  the  “Know  Your  Rights”  brochure  to  every  middle  and 
high  school  student,  and  at  the  beginning  of  each  fiscal  year  provide  it  to  the  Department 
of  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families  (DCYF).  The  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice 
Committee  also  recommends  that  SFPD  make  available  the  Know  Your  Rights  brochure 
at  all  community  events,  at  each  district  station,  and  that  it  be  included  on  an  annual 
basis  in  each  district  station’s  community  newsletter. 

SFPD’s  unprecedented  "It  Gets  Better  Video”  was  groundbreaking.  Would  the 
department  consider  creating  such  a video  aimed  at  a general  youth  audience? 

3)  Establish  an  active  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  with  the  school  district  and 

standardize  relationships  between  high  schools  and  district  stations. 

We  heard  over  and  over  at  our  joint  hearing  about  the  positive  impact  of  school  resource 
officers  and  the  "school  car”  model  of  policing.  At  the  same  time,  we  also  heard  about 
numerous  instances  of  miscommunication  between  students  and  police. 

Since  2004,  there  has  not  been  an  active  MOU  between  the  SFPD  and  the  school 
district.  We  recommend  that  SFPD  and  the  school  district  enter  into  an  MOU  that  at 
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minimum  states  the  procedures  for  arresting  and  interrogating  students  on  campus,  the 
manner  in  which  police  will  notify  parents  or  guardians  when  a student  has  been  taken 
into  custody  by  the  police,  and  how  the  student  will  be  informed  of  her  or  his  rights  and 
responsibilities. 

Finally,  we  recommend  that  at  the  beginning  of  each  school  year,  high  school  principals 
invite  officers  from  their  respective  district  stations  (from  the  Captains  on  down)  to  begin 
to  establish  a relationship  with  students  in  their  schools. 

Next  Steps:  Presentation,  Discussion,  Timeline 

The  Youth  Commission  Youth  Justice  Committee  would  be  grateful  to  present  these 
recommendations  to  the  Police  Commission  at  your  April  4th  meeting.  We  would  like  to  briefly 
discuss  these  recommendations  with  you,  answer  any  questions  or  concerns  you  might  have, 
and  hopefully  come  to  an  agreement  as  to  how  best  to  move  forward  on  these 
recommendations. 

In  closing,  thank  you  once  more.  We  hope  last  week  was  just  the  beginning  of  a growing 
partnership.  Please  don’t  hesitate  to  contact  Mario  Yedidia  at  vouthcom@sfqov.org  and  (415) 
554-6254. 
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Youth  City  Services  Committee  (Housing,  Transportation,  Recreation) 
Policy  & Budget  Priorities 


Priority  #1 

Make  MUNI  free  for  all  young  people,  beginning  on  August  1,  2012. 

Background 

The  Youth  Commission  (YC)  has  been  particularly  focused  on  accessible  public  transportation 
since  fiscal  year  2009-2010.  In  this  time,  the  Youth  Commission  has  adopted  three  resolutions 
that  have  resulted  in  legislation  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (BOS),  Board  of  Education  (BOE) 
calling  on  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA)  to  reduce  or  eliminate 
MUNI  fares  for  young  people. 

In  response  to  a legislative  process  begun  by  YC  0910 — AL08  "Youth  Lifeline  Pass  and  Fare 
Increases,”  adopted  on  February  1,  2010,  the  SFMTA  allocated  $1.5  million  in  each  of  FY’s 
201 0-201 1 and  2011-2012  to  sell  fast  passes  to  low-income  youth  at  half  the  cost  of  the  regular 
youth  pass. 

Analysis 

The  Youth  Commission  has  a number  of  policy  reasons  behind  its  push  for  free  MUNI  for  all 
youth.  These  include: 

• San  Francisco  youth's  dependence  on  MUNI.  According  to  the  Fall  2008 
YouthVote  Student  Survey,  which  polled  8,256  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District  (SFUSD)  high  school  students,  nearly  seventy  percent  of  respondents 
(69.3%)  use  some  form  of  public  transportation  to  get  to  school  and  over  forty 
percent  (44.2%)  of  these  students  (who  ride  public  transportation  to  school) — and 
thirty  percent  (30.6%)  of  overall  respondents— must  take  more  than  one  train  or 
bus  to  get  to  school. 

• The  dramatic  increase  in  the  price  of  the  youth  fast  pass  and  the  simultaneous 
disappearance  of  yellow  school  bus  sen/ice.  The  monthly  price  of  the  youth  fast 
pass  has  increased  from  $10  in  May  2009  to  $15  in  December  2009,  $20  in  May 
2010,  and  $21  in  July.1  The  SFUSD  has  radically  slashed  its  school  bus  service 
in  recent  years,  cutting  over  half  of  its  yellow  bus  service  from  school  year  2010- 
201 1 to  school  year  201 1 -201 2 2 

• Free  MUNI  for  all  youth  will  cost  the  SFMTA  1%  of  its  annual  budget. 

Annual  Figures  Free  Youth  Pass 

for  All  Youth  (it's 
in  millions) 

Youth  Pass  Fare  $0 

Youth  Cash  Fare  $0.75 

Annual  Youth  $0 


1 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  0910 — AL08  “Youth  Lifeline  Pass  and  Fare  Increases," 
adopted  February  1,  2010;  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  No.  1011— AL04  “Youth  Lifeline 
Follow  Up,”  adopted  January  3,  2011. 

2San  Francisco  Chronicle,  December  15,  2010,  “Sdn  Francisco  Votes  to  Slash  School  Busing,”  by  Jill 
Tucker,  http://www.sfqate.com/cqi-bin/bloQs/citvinsider/detail7entry  id=79025 
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Pass  Revenue 

Annual  Youth 

$0.7 

Cash  Revenue 

Total  Revenue 

$0.7 

Total  Revenue 

($7.2)  m 

Loss 

Graffiti  Clean  up 

$0.5  m 

Additional  MTAP 

$0.1  m 

Staff 

Incremental 

$0.4  m 

Clipper® 

Transaction  Fees 

Clipper® 

$0.2  m 

Marketing  Costs 
(one  time) 

Incremental 

$0.3  m 

Administration 

Costs 

Total  Incremental 

$1.5  m 

Costs 

Total  Revenue 

($8.7  m) 

Loss  and 

Incremental 

Clipper®  Costs 
(required  to  be 
funded) 

• Free  MUNI  as  opposed  to  reduced  MUNI  significantly  reduces  administrative 
difficulties  and  costs.  The  SFMTA  and  SFUSD  never  implemented  the  Youth 
Lifeline  fast  pass  program  because  of  administrative  difficulties  and  costs. 

Analysis: 

The  Youth  Commission  supports  free  MUNI  for  all  youth  under  a two  year  pilot  project,  funded 
by  a combination  of  local  and  regional  transportation  funds. 

Priority  #2: 

Improve  the  way  the  City  serves  disconnected  Transitional  Age  Youth  through  both  (a)  City 
departments  meeting  previously  established  goals  and  fulfilling  recommendations  and  (b) 
improving  systematic  coordination  between  departments  and  other  agencies. 

Background 

There  are  approximately  5,700  homeless  and  marginally  housed  youth  in  San  Francisco,  ages 
12-24.  Of  the  homeless  youth,  the  majority  are  transitional  aged  youth,  ages  18-24. 

(2010  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  Incidence  and  Needs  report,  estimated  Counts  of 
Homelessness  in  San  Francisco  chart,  page  2.)  The  Youth  Commission  prioritizes  health, 
education,  and  housing  for  homeless  youth. 


PRELIMINARY  DRAFT- NOT  AT  ALL  FINAL  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 

April  16,  2012 


As  a result  of  limited  access  to  medical  and  dental  care,  homeless  youth  are  at  high  risk  for  a 
number  of  health  problems  including  hepatitis,  asthma,  pneumonia,  nutritional  disorders,  and 
skin  infections.  (Ibid,  Medical  care  in  the  30  days  prior  to  intake  chart,  page  5.) 

In  addition,  through  ongoing  trauma,  instability,  and  stress  from  living  on  the  streets,  homeless 
youth  deal  with  mental  health  and  substance  use  issues  of  varying  degrees. 

(Ibid,  Length  of  time  since  youth  had  a reliable  place  to  sleep  chart,  page  7 

Transitional  housing  provides  longer-term  housing  for  youth.  The  guiding  philosophy  for 
transitional  housing  programs  is  to  create  an  environment  that  closely  mirrors  real  life,  while 
also  providing  a safety  net  for  youth  that  facilitates  development  of  independent  living  skills. 
Community  Based  Housing 
Permanent  Youth  Housing 

(Youth  Homelessness  in  San  Francisco:  2010  Report  on  Incidence  and  Needs). 

Analysis 

San  Francisco  is  falling  short  of  the  City’s  regionally  assigned  goals,  particularly  for  low  and 
moderate-income  housing.  While  the  City  is  on  pace  to  meet  67  percent  of  its  overall  housing 
goal,  at  the  current  rate  of  production  it  will  only  achieve  16  percent  of  its  goal  for  low-income 
housing  and  25  percent  of  its  goal  for  moderate-income  housing  by  2014, . 

‘Table  1.1  Housing  Production  Projections  through  June  2014 

(Budget  & Legislative  Analyst  Performance  Audit  of  San  Francisco's  Affordable  Housing 
Policies  and  Programs). 

Although  some  departments  have  further  developed  and  strengthened  their  TAY  programming 
and  services,  challenges  remain  for  disconnected  transitional  aged  youth.  The  struggling 
economy  has  pushed  young  people  out  of  entry-level  jobs.  Additionally  burdened  by  record- 
high  housing  and  living  costs,  more  young  people  are  finding  themselves  unemployed, 
homeless,  and  receiving  public  aide  than  this  City  has  ever  seen.  Because  of  this,  we  need  to 
ensure  that  transitional  age  youth  are  a priority  population  citywide  and  across  City 
departments,  increase  coordination  of  service  and  investments  for  transitional  aged  youth.  This 
includes,  above  all,  health,  education,  and  housing. 

(TAYSF  MEMORANDUM) 

12N 

Priority  3 

Enforcing  Chapter  12N  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code:  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual, 
Transgender,  Queer,  and  Questioning  Youth:  Youth  Services  Sensitivity  Training. 

Background 

This  mandate  designed  to  help  queer  youth  access  services  has  been  on  the  books  since  1999 
and  hasn’t  really  ever  been  implemented.  However,  for  the  last  few  months  a working  group 
staffed  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  Youth  Commission  has  been  preparing  a 
tool  that  City  departments  and  nonprofit  contractors  can  use. 

2.  Support  Services  for  LGBTQ  - includes  info  on  different  policies  on  campus,  etc... 
http://www.healthiersf.org/LGBTQ/index.php 
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Student  Safety  Data  - Youth  Risk  Behavior  Survey  -SFUSD 
* http://healthiersf.org/LGBTQ/GetTheFacts/health.html 

*htto://healthiersf.orQ/LGBTQ/GetTheFacts/docs/LGBTQ  websiteHealthSurvev0809.pdf 

*http://healthiersf.orq/resources/chks-vrbs.php-  shows  survey  trends/data  from  2011 

Analysis 

Once  the  tool  that  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  Youth  Commission  are  developing  is 
finished,  the  City  should  follow  through  on  the  letter  of  the  law:  “each  contracting  agency  of  the 
City  or  any  department  thereof,  acting  for  or  on  the  behalf  of  the  City.” 
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YOUTH  EMPLOYMENT  COMMITTEE 
POLICY  PRIORITIES 


Increase  Summer  Youth  Employment  Opportunities 


Priority  #1 : Launch  a local  San  Francisco  Summer  Jobs+  campaign 

• identify  private  and  public  sector  funds 

• secure  private  sector  job  opportunities 

• develop  infrastructure  to  manage  internships 

Background 

“Our  nation’s  greatest  untapped  natural  resource  is  our  next  generation.  These  young  men  and  women 
represent  homegrown  talent,  ready,  willing,  and  able  to  be  a part  of  the  future;  they  simply  need  the 
outlook,  the  outlet,  and  the  opportunity."1 

It  is  clear  that  a young  person's  first  job  brings  them  more  than  a paycheck.  This  experience  teaches 
skills  that  serve  them  through  work  and  life,  long  after  the  job  is  over.  However,  young  people  in  America 
are  currently  facing  record  unemployment.  In  response,  President  Obama  launched  the  Summer  Jobs+ 
campaign  - a joint  initiative  that  challenges  business  leaders  and  communities  to  help  provide  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  summer  jobs  for  America’s  youth.  The  President  proposed  $1 .5  billion  for  youth 
employment.  The  White  House  has  challenged  both  the  public  and  private  sector  to  work  together  in 
creating  pathways  to  youth  employment.  Overall,  it  is  great  news  that  record  high  youth  unemployment 
is  highlighted  on  a national  level  by  the  President’s  Summer  Jobs+  campaign,  and  that  this  campaign 
has  garnered  commitments  from  big  corporations  and  companies  to  employ  youth.  However,  as  youth, 
we  are  still  concerned  with  finding  the  tools  and  mechanisms  necessary  to  help  trickle  down  these 
commitments,  down  to  a local  city  level.  The  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission’s  Youth  Employment 
Committee  is  dedicated  to  the  increase  of  summer  jobs  for  youth  at  a local  level. 

Findings 

Nationally,  summer  unemployment  is  at  its  highest  rate  since  1948,  with  only  49%  of  youth  16-24  years 
old  employed  in  July  - the  busiest  youth  job  month  of  the  year.  Locally,  San  Francisco’s  youth  job  rate  is 
at  its  lowest  in  more  than  60  years,  with  33%  of  the  city’s  job  seeking  youth  officially  unemployed 
according  to  the  American  Community  Survey.  In  the  last  summer  alone,  over  2000  youth  were  turned 
away  by  the  City’s  two  largest  paid  internship  programs,  the  Mayor’s  Youth  Employment  and  Education 
Program  (MYEEP)  and  San  Francisco  Youth  Works. 


1 Jovi,  Jon  Bon.  "Going  All  in  For  All  Youth."  The  Huffington  Post.  TheHuffingtonPost.com,  31  Jan.  2012.  Web.  28 
Mar.  2012.  <http://www.huffingtonpost.com/jon-bon-jovi/youth-unemployment_b_1244699.html> 
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According  to  the  Fall  2011  Youth  Vote  Survey  of  over  9,500  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  high 
school  students,  youth  consistently  prioritize  employment  over  any  other  potential  activity,  program,  club 
or  lesson.  From  this  same  survey,  we  see  that  SFUSD  youth  are  consistently  choosing  the  summer  as 
the  most  ideal  time  for  them  to  be  employed. 


According  to  a 2012  report  from  the  Corporation  for  National  And  Community  Service  and  the  White 
House  Council  for  Community  Solutions,  youth  have  identified  the  following  as  the  top  three  obstacles  to 
connecting  to  work: 


• Don’t  have  enough  work  experience  for  job  I want 

• Don’t  have  enough  education  for  job  I want 

• Not  good  at  interviews/Don’t  know  how  to  do  resume 


Fioun§  i;  Obstacles  to  Connecting  to  Work 


B H Prwty  hi£  atuiKl#  N B«y  artrtins  tojl  il)hi 

51*jt 

Don't  baweTjeHjgKVf/Drfc  | 


- Don't  baveienaoghWixK 

w¥|s*h*bc«  tarjoB  l wwt 
_i_.  Can't  have  enough 
educotisnfor  job  I want 
Hsvre&rniJv/Gttw 
issponsdb  Bilks 
Dent  have 
tfanepaitsiifflt 
Not  good  at  Interviews/ 
■ DKtewtti  do  r*?uim 
Cars  make  mo  re  Trent 
notlnafi^officJal"; 

OrfiitBftad 

m 

Credit  Issues  that  make  it 
t^rs|  to  JIM  Job 
Don't  want  to  wrodt 


Soefoe:  Opportunity  Road,  200 
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Nationwide,  there  are  6.7  million  transitionally  aged  youth  disconnected  from  education  and  work,2  with 
many  disconnected  youth  ages  16-24  not  represented  in  employment  statistics  because  the  competitive 
current  job  market  had  dissuaded  them  from  even  searching  for  work. 

We  see  over  and  over  again,  the  importance  of  having  youth  connected  to  jobs,  as  it  helps  a young 
person  develop  skills  needed  to  be  a successful  and  responsible  citizen.  We  believe  that  an  increase  in 
youth  employment  starting  this  summer  would  aid  youth  in  overcoming  obstacles  to  finding  work  and 
help  to  address  the  pressing,  universally  acknowledged  need  for  youth  workforce  development 
programs. 

During  past  Mayoral  terms,  San  Francisco  has  successfully  created  public  and  private  partnerships  to 
provide  summer  youth  workforce  development  programs,  for  example,  former  Mayor  Willie  Brown  raised 
over  $1  million  for  subsidized  youth  employment  opportunities  through  local  corporations  that  partnered 
with  the  city  in  the  Say  Youth  Employment  for  the  Summer  (Say  YES)  campaign,  which  was  launched  in 
May  20003,  and  former  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  secured  funding  for  over  120  youth  jobs  in  his  Mayor’s 
Vocational  Program  by  making  personal  phone  calls  to  local  businesses  in  20044. 

We  believe  that  a local  Summer  Jobs+  campaign  can  be  successful  in  San  Francisco. 

Analysis 

We  have  been  meeting  and  working  very  closely  with  youth  advocates,  and  youth  employment  service 
providers  to  understand  the  landscape  of  youth  employment  in  San  Francisco,  and  to  collect  as  much 
knowledge  to  better  form  policy  recommendations  that  reflect  the  needs  of  youth.  As  it  is  right  now,  there 
is  a significant  need  for  summer  jobs  for  San  Francisco  youth. 

To  address  this  need,  the  goals  for  the  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign  should  include: 

• 400  new  paid  jobs  or  internships  provided  to  youth  by  local  companies. 

• 400  additional  subsidized  youth  jobs  or  internships  funded  by  contributions  from  local  private 
sector  businesses  and  the  City. 

• 100  additional  paid  internships  in  City  government  supported  by  departmental  funding. 

This  represents  a total  of  900  new  summer  jobs  for  San  Francisco  youth.  At  a cost  of  $2500  per  summer 
job,  we  need  an  investment  of  $2.25  million  in  San  Francisco’s  youth  this  summer. 

SF  Summer  Jobs+  Action  Steps: 

» Identify  private  and  public  sector  funds:  The  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors,  in 
partnership  with  local  youth  organizations,  mobilize  a campaign  to  raise  at  least  $1.  25 
million  in  new  funding  from  private  sector  companies  and  the  City.  These  funds  will 


2 Belfield,  Clive  R.,  Henry  M.  Levin,  and  Rachel  Rosen.  The  Economic  Value  of  Opportunity  Youth.  Serve.gov.  Jan 
2012.  Web.  27  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.serve.gov/new-images/council/pdf/econ_value_opportunity_youth.pdf>. 

3 Lelchuk,  llene.  "Teen  Summer  Jobs  Need  $1.2  Million."  www.SFGate.com.  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  19  May 
2000.  Web.  28  Feb.  2012.  <http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/e/a/2000/05/19/BUSINESS4540.dtl> 

4 Mayor’s  Press  Office.  "PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086  A«  Office  of  the 

Mayor." PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086  A«  Office  of  the  Mayor.  Mayor's  Press  Office,  13  Apr.  2004. 
Web.  28  Feb.  2012. 

<http://sfmayor.Org/ftp/archive/209.126.225.7/archives/PressRoom_NewsReleases_2004_24086/index.html> 
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subsidize  summer  internship  opportunities  in  a diversity  of  settings  including  private 
sector,  public  sector  and  non-profit  websites. 

Secure  private  sector  job  opportunities:  City  leaders  publicly  commit  their  full  support 
to  the  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign  efforts  of  the  DCYF,  OEWD,  United  Way  of  the  Bay 
Area  and  other  youth  employment  providers  to  catalyze  the  private  sector  to  create 
summer  jobs  for  youth. 

Develop  infrastructure  to  manage  internships:  Youth  employment  organizations, 
SFUSD  Career  Technical  Education  Department,  OEWD  and  DCYF  work  together  to 
determine  the  best  strategy  to  scale  up  existing  efforts  to  manage  the  increase  in  job  / 
internship  volume  for  the  summer  period. 


Priority  #2:  Include  Youth  Involvement  Plans  During  Business  Negotiations 

• urge  new  businesses  coming  into  San  Francisco  to  have  a Youth  Involvement  Plan 

° include  paid  and  unpaid  internships,  apprenticeships,  or  job  training  programs  for  the  city’s  youth 
in  Youth  Involvement  Plan 

• identifying  increased  employment  and  educational  opportunities  for  youth 
Findings 


Analysis 


Prioritizing  Youth  Involvement  Plan  resolution  (Version  for  BOS) 

WHEREAS,  Despite  the  recent  financial  downturn,  San  Francisco’s  economic  landscape-  in  particular, 
our  incubation,  attraction  and  retention  of  technology  companies — potentially  offers  unique  employment 
opportunities  to  young  people;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  has  a commitment  to  retaining  vital  new  companies,  as  demonstrated  in  the 
Central  Market/Tenderloin  Payroll  Tax  Exclusion  (CMTPTE);  and 
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WHEREAS,  Mayor  Lee’s  jobs  plan  “Roadmap  to  Good  Jobs  and  Opportunity”  emphasizes  the  importance 
of  apprenticeships,  jobs,  and  internships  for  San  Francisco  youth  in  these  new  technology  companies;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  also  has  a commitment  to  considering  opportunities  for  young  people,  as 
evidenced  in  the  Youth  Involvement  Plan  required  by  the  34th  America’s  Cup  Host  City  Agreement,  which  calls  on 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  America’s  Cup  Event  Authority  and  the  America’s  Cup  Organizing 
Committee  to  develop  a “comprehensive  strategy  for  achieving”  youth  involvement  in  the  America’s  Cup;  and 


DOCUMENT 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
DRAFT  Minutes 
Monday,  April  16,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Pi. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

OAM  CTO  AMP 

Chairwoman  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:17pm. 

\ - ’ \ 

Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion, 
Betty  Huey,  Leah  LaCroix,  Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  tiTMutch,  Nicholas 
Persky,  Mia  Shackelford  (arrived  at  5:40  p.m.),  Joyce  Sun,  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang. 
Commissioners  absent:  Jonathan  Baer,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Javonte  Holloway,  Rene 
Ontiveros.  There  was  quorum.  Staff,  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  approve  the  agenda. 
This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  April'  2£2Q12 

(Document  A)  X 

There  wa|;no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to 
the  meeting  of  Monday,  April!  2i  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation.  'P.-'x  -Ar:/ 

B.  Monday,  April  2,  2012— Special  Community  Budget  Town  Hall 
(Document  B) 


There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  Special  Community  Budget  Town  Hall  on  Monday,  April  2,  2012.  This  motion 
was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

Angelina  Yu,  a Youth  Organizer  at  Adopt-an-Alleyway  (AAA)  program  of  the  Chinatown 
Community  Development  Corporation  (CCDC),  informed  commissioners  of  a new  youth 
program  that  AAA  will  be  rolling  out  this  summer  called  the  Chinatown  Urban  Institute.  The 
Chinatown  Urban  Institute  will  be  an  8 week  urban  planning  program,  open  to  high  school 
seniors  and  youth  ages  18-24.  If  accepted,  youth  will  be  immersed  in  issues  such  as  land 
use,  affordable  housing,  healthy  open  spaces,  and  the  needs  of  communities  in  Chinatown. 
Ms.  Yu  strongly  encouraged  commissioners  to  apply  to  the  program,  as  well  as  inform  their 
peers  of  the  opportunity. 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  file  no.  120193]  Ordinance:  1)  amending  Public  Works  Code  Section  184.85  to 
modify  the  permissible  distance  between  mobile  food  facilities  and  school;  and  2) 
adopting  environmental  findings.  (Supervisor  Wiener,  Olague) 

Presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Scott  Wiener 
(Document  C) 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  made  introductory  remarks  and  then  laid  out  the  format  for  how  the 
Commission  would  hear  and  then  respond  to  the  legislation  referred.  Chairwoman 
LaCroix  then  welcomed  Supervisor  Scott  Wiener,  sponsor  of  the  legislation  referred, 

BOS  file  no.  120193. 

Supervisor  Wiener  then  explained  that  he  had  requested  that  this  legislation  be  referred 
to  the  Youth  Commission,  because  he  felt  the  Commissioners’  feedback  was  critical. 
Supervisor  Wiener  then  provided  an  overview  of  the  ordinance,  which  would  amend  the 
Public  Works  Code  Section  184.85  to  modify  the  permissible  distance  between  mobile 
food  facilities  and  schools.  Currently,  the  distance  between  a food  truck  vendor  and  a 
public  school  campus  is  1500  feet  (approximately  three  blocks).  In  an  effort  to  support 
jdmmuni?y  ;6f  fmall  business  owners  who  make  up  the  city’s  vibrant  food  scene— and  to 
help  decrease  the  congestion  of  food  truck  vendors  in  downtown  San  Francisco— 
Supervisor  Wiener’s  legislation  would,  in  general,  decrease  the  required  distance 
between  food  trucks  and.  schools  from  1,500  feet  to  500  feet,  with  certain  exceptions. 

Supervisor  Wiener  shared  that  he  fully  supports  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District’s  (SFUSD)  federally-funded  school  lunch  program  and  felt  that  his  legislation 
would  both  continue  to  protect  the  program  and  balance  out  the  needs  of  schools, 
neighborhoods,  and  local  businesses.  The  Supervisor  stated  that  his  goal  is  to  arrive  at 
legislation  that  everyone  can  get  behind.  Research  done  by  the  Supervisor’s  office 
shows  that  there  are  6 SFUSD  high  schools  with  open  lunch  campuses:  George 
Washington,  School  of  the  Arts,  Lowell,  Abraham  Lincoln,  Hilltop,  and  Galileo.  All  middle 
schools  and  2/3rds  of  SFUSD’s  high  schools  have  closed  lunch  campuses.  The 
Supervisor’s  proposal  to  reduce  the  distance  from  1500  to  1000  feet  from  schools  would 
only  be  for  the  4 high  schools  with  open  lunch  campuses  (George  Washington,  SOTA, 
Lowell,  and  Abraham  Lincoln).  The  proposal  to  reduce  the  distance  from  1500  to  500 
feet  would  be  for  all  middle  schools,  Hilltop  HS,  Galileo  HS,  and  remaining  2/3drs  of 
SFUSD  high  schools  with  closed  campuses.  The  Supervisor  stated  that  there  is  still  an 
ongoing  dialogue  between  his  office,  food  advocates,  and  the  SFUSD,  and  he  would  be 
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honored  to  have  the  Youth  Commission’s  support  on  this  legislation.  Chairwoman 
LaCroix  then  thanked  Supervisor  Wiener  for  his  presentation. 

Commissioners  Bonner  and  Armstrong  asked  clarifying  questions.  Chairwoman  LaCroix 
asked  Commissioners  to  hold  off  on  questions  until  further  information  is  provided  by  an 
SFUSD  representative.  Chairwoman  LaCroix  then  welcomed  Chris  Armentrout,  Director 
of  Development  and  Government  Relations  to  the  SFUSD,  to  the  Youth  Commission 


meeting. 


Mr.  Armentrout  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  time,  and  thanked  Supervisor 
Wiener  and  his  office  for  reaching  out  to  and  including  the  SFUSD  in  the  process  of 
drafting  this  legislation.  Mr.  Armentrout  then  provided  some  background  as  to  where  the 
SFUSD  stands  on  this  legislation,  stating  that  the  SFUSD  is  not  opposed  to  food  trucks 
and  that  the  district  recognizes  the  vibrancy  that  the  food  truck  scene  provides  to  San 
Francisco’s  local  economy.  Mr.  Armentrout  stated  that  the  SFUSD  has  a healthy  school 
lunch  program,  and  that  this  legislation  poses;to  fundamental  problems  with  respect  to 
the  school  lunch  programs— that  is,  an  economic  problem  and  one  of  social  justice. 
Economically,  the  district  needs  as  many  eligible  youth  as  possible  to  use  the  federally 
subsidized  school  lunch  program  so  that  the  district  can  draw  down  its  federal 
reimbursement.  This  legislation  would  increase  competition  and  thus  hurt  the  district’s 
school  lunch  program.  With  respect  to  social  justice,  Mr.  Armentrout  laid  out  the  issue  of 
students  who  would  not  be  able  to  afford  food  trucks  and  the  stigma  that  would  cause. 
The  SFUSD’s  position  is  aligned  with  the  Supervisor  with  the  500  feet  limit  at  the  middle 
schools,  as  these  campuses  are  more  tightly  controlled.  He  expressed  that  there  should 
be  a rule  across  the  board  fcr  all  high  schools,  and  the  district  is  open  to  changing  the 
language  to  change  the  hours  to  accommodate  vendors  over  the  school  breaks, 
summers,  and  holidays.  Mr.  Armentrout  then  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  and 
Supervisor  Wiener  for  their  time  and  work. 

Commissioners  Tu  Mutch,  Carrion,  Brodwin,  and  Shackelford  then  asked  clarifying 
questions  on  the  district’s  position  on  the  legislation. 


Public  Comment: 


Matthew  Cohen,  coordinator  of  Off  the  Grid,  a food  truck  roaming  food  market  in  San 
Francisco,  expressed  that  most  of  the  food  trucks  have  healthy  options  and  priced  their 
food  in  a way  that  is  not  necessarily  affordable  to  students.  Mr.  Cohen  shared  that  food 
trucks  options  are  also  healthier  today.  He  expressed  to  the  commission  that  the  lives  of 
the  people  in  the  room  and  their  businesses  will  be  affected  by  this  legislation,  and 
would  appreciate  the  commission’s  consideration  to  support  the  Supen/isor’s  legislation. 

Tim  Volkema,  owner  of  the  Kasa  Indian  Eatery  food  truck,  shared  that  he  owns  a 
restaurant  in  the  Castro  neighborhood,  and  has  two  food  trucks.  He  expressed  that  there 
are  too  many  food  trucks  parked  down  town  and  there  needed  to  be  more  diversity  of 
food  trucks  throughout  the  city.  He  felt  Supervisor  Wiener's  legislation  would  address 
both  these  issues. 

Gail  Lillian,  owner  of  the  Liba  Falafel  food  truck,  expressed  that  she  has  been  in  the 
business  for  2. 5 years,  and  shared  that  her  target  market  were  employed  people  who 
consistently  purchase  food  during  their  lunch  hour. 
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Monica  Wong,  owner  of  the  Little  Green  Cycio  food  truck,  shared  her  experiences  of 
growing  up  in  the  restaurant  business  and  seeing  a new  breed  of  gourmet  food  trucks 
staffed  by  diverse  owners.  She  expressed  that  there  was  a void  in  demand  of  food 
trucks. 

Todd  Middleton,  owner  of  Fins  on  a Hoof  food  truck,  shared  that  his  food  is  more 
upscale  and  that  his  targeted  clients  are  mainly  adults.  He  would  love  access  to  park  his 
food  truck  in  other  neighborhoods,  as  it  would  alleviate  the  application  process  to  park 
downtown.  He  invited  commissioners  to  try  out  his  food  sometime. 


Brett  Niebergall,  owner  of  Southern  Sandwich  Company,  expressed  that  his  clients  are 
mainly  21  year  old  college  students  and  older.  He  shared  that  even  if  his  food  truck  was 
parked  near  schools,  he  would  be  surprised  to  see  youth  come  out  to  try  his  food.  He 
hoped  that  commission  would  have  the  city’s  best  interest  in  mind  when  considering  this 
legislation. 

Joe  Jacobsmeyer,  owner  of  3sum  Eats,  expressed  that  his  food  truck  targets  anyone 
who  wants  to  try  his  food.  He  does  not  look  at  specific  genres  of  people,  but  would  love 
to  be  able  to  serve  all. 

William  Pill,  owner  of  Hapa  San  Francisco,  shared  that  his  food  truck  was  one  of  the  first 
trucks  in  the  city.  He  currently  does  not  target  high  school  students  because  of  the  price 
level  of  his  food  options.  He  expressed  that  the  1500  feet  radius  would  allow  his 
business  to  grow  and  would  allow  more  people  to  enjoy  his  cuisine.  Though  he  currently 
does  not  target  youth,  he  would  be  in  support  of  targeting  more  youth,  as  he  has 
personal  disagreements  with  school  lunch  options. 

Curtis  Kimball,  owner  of  the  Creme  Brulee  Cart,  expressed  that  he  started  his  business 
three  years  ago.  Mr.  Kimball  would  like  to  active  public  spaces  and  feels  that  food  trucks 
are  a great  way  to  get  a community  together.  He  expressed  that  the  downtown  public 
spaces  are  aggravated  and  feels  that  other  spaces  in  the  city  could  be  used  more 
actively  ' 


Kyle  Pierce,  owner  of  Senor  Sisig,  expressed  that  he  is  in  favor  of  Supervisor  Wiener’s 
legislation.  His  market  is  around  the  20-35  year  old  age  range  and  would  love  to  provide 
more  food  options  to  the  working  community  all  over  the  city. 

Xiaofan  Wu,  sophomore  at)  Lowell  High  School,  expressed  her  personal  experiences  as 
a student.  She- feels  that  sjtudents  with  the  option  are  already  purchasing  food  outside  of 
school.  She  feels  that  having  food  trucks  near  campuses  would  help  students  who  are 
already  leaving  to  purchase  their  lunch,  and  feels  it  would  be  better  for  the  food 
business. 


After  public  comment  was  over,  Chairwoman  LaCroix  explained  that  the  Commission 
typically  responds  to  legislation  referred  in  three  basic  ways:  with  a motion  of  support,  a 
motion  to  not  support,  or  to  take  no  position  on  it. 

Commissioner  Sun  stated  that  most  schools  are  in  residential  neighborhoods,  and  asked 
Supervisor  Wiener  how  neighborhood  residents  are  responding  to  this  legislation. 
Supervisor  Wiener  shared  that  the  popularity  of  food  trucks  shows  how  supportive 
people  are  of  the  food  truck  business.  He  expressed  that  the  City  would  have  to  do  a 
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good  job  at  regulating  food  trucks  around  trash  facilities,  and  he  would  work  on 
improving  the  Department  of  Public  Works’  (DPW)  enforcement  on  these  issues.  The 
process  of  applying  for  a food  truck  permit  requires  a notice  to  go  out  to  all  residents, 
giving  them  a chance  to  voice  their  concerns  around  a food  vendor  conducting  business 
in  their  neighborhood.  It  is  the  City’s  job  to  allow  neighbors  to  have  a choice  where  food 
trucks  go  and  to  make  sure  the  food  trucks  follows  the  rules. 


Chairwoman  LaCroix  then  shared  with  members  of  the  public  and  her  Deers  that  she  is  a 
fan  of  food  trucks  and  frequents  Off  the  Grid.  She  was  disappointed  that  a lot  of  food 
truck  owners  said  in  public  comment  that  they  don’t  necessarily  target  youth  as  they  do 
not  see  youth  as  potential  clients.  She  expressed  that  youth  are  also  part  of  San 
Francisco’s  economy. 

Commissioners  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Armstrong  and  Shackelford  engaged  in  a short 
discussion  around  the  legislation  and  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Commissioner  Brodwin  moved  to  support  this  proposed  ordinance  (BOS  file  no.  120193) 
that  would  amend  Public  Works  Code  Section  184.85  to  modify  the  permissible  distance 
between  mobile  food  facilities  and  schools  and  to  adopt  environmental  findings.  This 
motion  was  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bonner.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the 
following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (11)- Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  LaCroix,  Liang, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang.  No’s  (1)  - Huey.  Absent 
(1) — Carrion. 


Chairwoman  LaCroix  thanked  Supervisor  Wiener  and  Mr.  Armentrout  for  their 
presentations,  and  thanked  the  food  truck  business  owners  who  spoke  in  public 
comment. 

6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  Mario  Yedidia,  then  provided  the  Commission  with  a 
detailed  legislative  report  on  Youth  Commission  business  items  sent  to  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors. 


Mr.  Yedidia  started  with  an  update  on  Youth  Commission  resolution  1 1 12  AL-10,  calling  on 
the  city  to  implement  a local  Summer  Jobs+.  This  resolution  went  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  Budget  and  Finance  committee  on  Wednesday,  April  1 1,  2012  where 
Commissioner  Persky  gave  a presentation  to  members  of  the  Board.  There  was  public 
comment  by  multiple  youth  employment  service  providers,  a majority  who  were  members  of 
the  San  Francisco  Youth  Employment  Coalition.  The  resolution  was  ultimately  passed 
forward  to  the  full  Board  of  Supervisors  with  positive  recommendation  and  Supervisor 
Carmen  Chu  added  on  a co  sponsor.  Commissioner  Persky  chimed  in  to  share  that  he  felt 
there  was  a positive  response  from  supervisors  and  community  members. 


Mr.  Yedidia  then  moved  on  to  update  the  Commission  on  the  Mayor’s  public  launch  of  a San 
Francisco  Summer  Jobs+  on  Thursday,  April  12,  2012.  House  Minority  Leader  Nancy  Pelosi 
attended  the  event,  as  well  as  other  public  officials.  Commissioner  Persky  had  attended  the 
event  and  shared  with  his  peers  that  the  Mayor  announced  a goal  of  5,000  jobs  for  the  city’s 
youth,  with  2,500  coming  from  the  public  sector  and  2,500  coming  from  the  private  sector. 
Summer  Jobs+  would  be  coordinated  by  the  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area’s  Matchbridge 
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program.  Youth  can  log  onto  www.hiresfvouth.com  to  learn  more.  Commissioner  Persky  felt 
that  it  was  an  overall  positive  event,  but  ultimately  the  Youth  Commission  should  remain 
involve  to  ensure  that  that  disconnected  and  transitionally  aged  youth  (TAY)  would  be 
served,  and  that  youth  employment  opportunities  exists  annually. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  shared  with  the  Commission  that  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
Supervisor  David  Chiu  had  introduced  a hearing  on  youth  recreation  access  at  Juvenile  Hall. 
This  hearing  was  a direct  result  of  the  Youth  Commission’s  research  and  resolution  on  this 
issue,  and  Mr.  Yedidia  urged  Commissioners  to  help  out  on  the  outreach  for  this  hearing,  as 
well  as  to  attend  the  hearing  if  possible. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  concluded  the  legislative  report  by  informing  them  that  TAY  SF  will  now  be 
housed  at  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  with  Glenn 
Eagleson  as  one  of  the  lead  staff  on  TAY  issues.  Commissioner  Bonner  added  that  the  TAY 
young  adult  advisory  body  would  still  continue,  and  that  Jose-Luis  Mejia  will  move  onto  TAY 
to  facilitate  the  advisory  body. 

7.  Presentations  {Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Motion — 04 — Shall  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  support  the  effort  to  stop  the 
closure  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission? 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner.  Persky 
(Document  QtfiSS  ' 

For  this  item,  Commissioner Fersky  provided  some  context  on  the  closure  of  the 
Oakland  Youth  Commission,  and  then  read  the  motion  into  the  public  record. 
Commissioner  Persky  noted -that- there  was  an  Oakland  Youth  Commission  in  the 
audience  who  would  be  able  to  speak  more  on  this  issue. 

Eric  Gant,  an  Oakland  Youth  Commissioner,  expressed  to  the  SF  Youth  Commissioners, 
how  important  it  is  to  have  youth  voice.  He  explained  that  in  his  personal  experiences,  it 
has  been  difficult  for  youth  voice  to  be  heard  in  the  City  of  Oakland.  He  shared  the 
difficulties  it  has  been  to  get  support  from  the  city  of  Oakland  to  continue  the  Youth 
Commission.  Currently,  there  is  no  budget  for  a city  staff  to  help  manage  and  facilitate 
meetings  for  the  Oakland  Youth  Commissioners.  The  commissioners  are  still  aliowed  to 
meet,  but  per  their  bylaws,  they  need  to  have  a staff  present  to  help  streamline  and 
maintain  their  work  around  Oakland’s  youth  issues.  He  encouraged  the  commissioners 
to  sign  the  online  petition  to  save  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission.  Youth  voice  is  an 
integral  part  of  a community  and  a city,  and  he  urged  the  San  Francisco  Youth 
Commission  to  pass  this  motion,  to  support  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission's  existence. 

San  Francisco  Youth  Commissioners  then  asked  clarifying  questions  and  voiced  their 
concerns  and  support  for  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission.  Commissioners  expressed 
disappointment  that  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission  isn’t  receiving  enough  support. 
Commissioners  LaCroix,  Armstrong,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Bonner  shared  their  concerns  and 
support. 
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Commissioner  Bonner,  with  a second  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  support  the 
motion  to  support  the  effort  to  stop  the  closure  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission.  This 
motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (13)  - Armstrong,  Bonner, 
Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky, 

Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

Commissioner  Persky  then  volunteered  to  pen  a letter  to  the  City  of  Oakland  to  express 
the  San  Francisco’s  Youth  Commission’s  support  of  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission. 
Commissioners  Shackelford,  Bonner,  LaCroix,  Brodwin,  and  Tu  Mutch  volunteered  to 
help  Commissioner  Persky. 

B.  Motion — 05 — Motion  to  Support  and  Co-sponsor  MO’  MAGIC’S  Summer  Learning  Series 
regarding  Mo  Magic  Collaboration 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  LaCroix 
(Document  E) 

. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  provided  some  context  to  this  motion.  Commissioner  LaCroix 
recently  met  with  Sheryl  Davis,  Director  of  Mo’Magic,  on  potential  Youth  Commission 
and  Mo’Magic  summer  event  collaborations. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  then  rpad  the  motion  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix  moved  to  approve  the 
motion  to  support  and  co-sponsor  Mo’Magic’s  Summer  Learning  Series.  This  motion 
was  approved  unanimously  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (13)  - Armstrong, 

Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

C.  [Second  Reading)  Approval  of  Youth  Commission  Policy  & Budget  Priorities  FY  12- 
13/13-14 
(Document  F) 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  introduced  this  item  by  sharing  with  her  commissioners  the  goals 
of  the  Youth  Commission,  which  is  to  represent  the  voices  of  youth  in  San  Francisco. 

She  explained  the  importance  of  this  document,  and  the  importance  of  representing  the 
Youth  Commission  and  their  respective  roles  well,  and  to  understand  the  document  well. 
Chairwoman  LaCroix  and  staff  then  laid  out  the  format  for  how  the  commission  should 
proceed  with  going  over  and  then  approving  the  Youth  Commission  Policy  & Budget 
Priorities  FY12-13/13/-14.  The  priorities  would  be  read  into  the  public  record  first.  As  per 
staff  suggestion,  after  all  priorities  are  read,  the  Commission  will  discuss  each  priority 
one  by  one  and  make  amendments  as  needed.  Action  should  be  taken  on  each 
amendment  after  a motion  and  second  has  been  made.  After  all  amendments  have  been 
made,  then  the  commission  would  vote  to  approve  the  document  as  a whole. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  started  by  reading  Priority  #1  Free  MUNI  for  Youth  in  to  the  public 
record;  Commissioner  Armstrong  then  read  Priority  #2;  Commissioner  Carrion  read 
Priority  #3,  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall. 

Due  to  technical  difficulties  with  the  sound  and  microphones  at  the  meeting, 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  a recess  at  7:21pm.  The  meeting  was  called 
back  to  order  at  7:26  pm. 
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Commissioner  Yang  continued  by  reading  Priority  #4  Jobs  for  Undocumented  Youth  and 
TAY;  Commissioner  Sun  read  Priority  #5  Three  Changes  at  Police  Department; 
Commissioner  Shackelford  read  Priority  #6  Youth  Involvement  Plans  in  Future 
Development  Deals;  Commissioner  Bonner  read  Priority  #7  Implement  2007  TAY 
Recommendations;  and  finally,  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  read  Priority  #8  Expand 
Implementation  of  12N  Sensitivity  Training. 

At  this  point,  Chairwoman  LaCroix  informed  her  colleagues  that  meeting  has  gone  over 
time,  and  that  she  would  call  a break  so  that  commissioners  may  call  and  inform  their 
family  members.  Chairwoman  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  break  at  7:53pm. 
Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker  had  to  leave  the  meeting  at  7:53  pm,  as  she  had  several 
tests  scheduled  for  the  following  day.  The  meeting  was  called  back  to  order  at  7:59  pm. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  reminded  her  colleagues  on  the  Commission  of  how  to  discuss 
each  priority,  then  directed  her  colleagues  to  start  with  Priority  #1 . 

Commissioners  Carrion  and  Brodwin  both  shared  their  hesitancy  with  this  priority,  in  that 
they  do  not  necessarily  agree  with  prioritizing  free  MUNI  for  all  youth  regardless  of 
income.  Commissioner  Brodwin  stated  that  she  appreciated  the  last  paragraph,  which 
indicated  that  should  free  MUNI  for  all  youth  not  be  adopted  by  the  MTA  Board,  that  free 
MUNI  for  low-income  youth  should  be  administered  in  a way  that  is  easily  accessible 
and  not  overly  burdensome  for  the  most  vulnerable  youth  populations.  Commissioner 
explained  that  Brodwin  while  she  did  not  agree  with  the  idea  of  providing  free  MUNI 
fares  for  all  youth,  she  recognized  and  appreciated  the  hard  and  voluminous  work  that 
many  people — and,  indeed,  many  Commissioners— had  put  in  to  that  campaign.  Then, 
Commissioners  LaCroix,  Yang,  PerskyY  Bonner,  Armstrong,  Brodwin,  and  Carrion  all 
engaged  in  a passionate  and.  respectful  debate  on  the  pros  and  cons  of  free  MUNI  for 
youth  vs.  free  MlJNI  for  low  income  youth.  Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Yang  expressed 
the  importance  and  vajue.of  having  a strong  priority  to  free  MUNI  for  youth,  and 
referenced  the  work  that  the  Commission  has  been  putting  into  this  priority  for  the  last 
two  and  a half  years.  Commissioner  Yang  expressed  that  a priority  with  multiple  options 
might  be  confusing,  and  shared  that  the  commission  should  take  a strong  stance  on  this 
free  MUNI  for  youth  priority  and  noted  previous  commissions  work  on  this  where  the 
option  for  free  MUNI  for  low  income  youth  was  met  with  too  many  challenges  for  it  to  be 
implemented  successfully. 

Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  amend  the 
recommendation  section  to  Priority  #1,  in  particular,  to  highlight  other  options  like  free 
MUNI  for  low  income  youth  and/or  limiting  free  MUNI  to  school  commute  hours  and/or 
days,  and/or  including  a reduced  price  MUNI  fare  or  fast  pass.  The  motion  failed  based 
on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (4)  - Brodwin,  Carrion,  Shackelford,  Sun;  No’s  (8)  - 
Armstrong,  Bonner,  Huey,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Yang. 

There  was  no  further  discussions  or  amendments  made  to  Priority  #1. 

Commissioners  then  moved  on  to  Priority  #2.  Commissioner  Armstrong  expressed  that 
she  would  like  to  update  the  final  paragraphs  of  this  priority,  as  the  Mayor  had  recently 
launched  the  Summer  Jobs+  campaign  and  she  would  like  to  add  some  more  specificity 
on  what  the  commission  is  prioritizing  around  this  plan. 
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Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  amend  Priority  #2  and  replace  the  final  paragraph 
of  this  priority  with  a paragraph  that  reflects  the  following  items:  to  commend  the  Mayor 
and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  launching  of  Summer  Jobs+,  to  continue  to  work 
with  the  Board  and  Mayor’s  office  on  the  logistics  on  Summer  Jobs+,  to  continue  to 
prioritize  disconnected  and  TAY  in  Summer  Jobs+,  and  finally  to  explore  ways  for 
Summer  Jobs+  to  go  beyond  this  summer  and  into  the  future.  This  motion  was  seconded 
by  Commissioner  Brodwin.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote: 

Ayes  (12) -Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang. 

There  was  no  further  discussion  made  to  Priority  #2. 

There  was  no  amendment  made  to  Priority  #3. 

Commissioner  Yang  expressed  that  she  would  like  to  delete  the  final  two  paragraphs  of 
Priority  #4  as  she  had  forgotten  to  take  out  the  notes  and  testimonial  from  the  priority. 
Commissioner  Bonner  responded  that  personal  narratives  and  testimonials  should  be 
encouraged  and  added  to  such  documents,  even  if  they  do  not  necessarily  align  with  the 
format  of  the  document. 

Commissioner  Yang,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Shackelford,  moved  to  amend  Priority 
#4  and  delete  the  final  two  paragraphs,  and  add  a final  paragraph  that  says  "United  We 
Dream  is  an  excellent  example  for  the  SF  city  family  to  consider  how  to  create  good  jobs 
for  undocumented  immigrant  young  people”.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following 
roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (10)  - Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Liang,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang;  No’s  (2)  - Bonner,  LaCroix. 

There  was  no  amendment  made  to  Priority  5. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  amend 
Priority  #6,  to  add  before  the  bullet  points  on  page  19,  “this  Board  of  Supervisor’s 
resolution  includes  the  following  resolve  clauses...”  This  motion  carried  unanimously. 

Commissioner  LaCroix  asked  staff  a clarifying  question  on  the  uniformity  of  the 
document.  Staff  explained  that  not  all  17  commissioners  worked  on  the  document  in  the 
office,  but  those  that  did  worked  on  their  pieces  on  different  days. 

Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bonner  moved  to  add  uniformity  to 
the  whole  document,  to  replace  every  “We”  with  “The  Youth  Commission”.  This  motion 
was  approved  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Persky,  moved  to  amend  Priority  #7, 
to  add  to  the  last  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph,  “and  economically  disadvantaged 
backgrounds”.  This  motion  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Yang,  moved  to  amend  Priority  #8  to  make  the 
following  changes:  to  change  the  subtitle  to  "assure  that  youth  serving  City  Departments 
are  in  compliance  with  Chapter  12N  of  the  SF  Admin  Code”,  replace  the  use  of  “queer” 
with  LGBTQ,  except  for  when  it  is  being  defined  in  the  document,  and  to  add  in  the 
recommendation  section  after  "to  develop  a timeline”  with  “and  a mechanism  to  ensure 
its  compliance”.  This  motion  was  approved  by  acclamation. 
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Commissioners  Brodwin  and  Tu  Mutch  suggested  to  staff  to  add  more  words  like 
marvelous  and  fabulous  to  the  document. 

Commissioner  Brodwin  respectfully  expressed  to  her  peers  that  though  she  agreed  with 
99%  of  this  document,  she  still  does  not  agree  with  Priority  #1  and  because  of  this  she 
does  not  feel  comfortable  approving  the  entire  document. 

Commissioner  LaCroix  moved  to  approve  the  Youth  Commission’s  Budget  & Policy 
Priority  FY  12-13/13-14,  the  content  of  the  “background”  and  "recommendations" 
sections,  as  well  as  the  charts  and  figures,  and  to  authorize  staff  to  continue  editing  the 
document  until  it  is  complete.  This  motion  was  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bonner.  This 
motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (1 1)  - Armstrong,  Bonner, 
Carrion,  Huey,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  Yang.  No’s  (1)  - 
Brodwin. 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  announced  that  this  item,  as  with  the  remaining  items  on  the  agenda, 
would  be  tabled,  as  the  meeting  went  over  time.  These  items  would  be  continued  at  the  next  full 
Youth  Commission  meeting. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  C 


A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  May  2,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee 

D.  Youth  City  Services 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee 

F.  Student  Support,  Health,  and  Facilities  Committee 

G.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

This  item  was  also  tabled. 

1 1 . Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Bonner,  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

D.  Commissioner  Yang,  Monday,  March  19,  2012  - Cannot  be  authorized 

E.  Commissioner  Huneeus,  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

F.  Commissioner  Liang,  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

G.  Commissioner  Shackelford,  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

This  item  was  also  tabled. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

This  item  was  also  tabled. 
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13.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8:48pm. 


Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall.  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Half  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Pax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org  \ 

Copies  cf  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 


The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 


In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  May  7,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlet t PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  April  16,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 


A.  Presentation  and  request  for  cosponsorship  of  June  website  launch  (www.sf4tav.org)  by 
Transitional  Age  Youth — San  Francisco  (TAYSF) 

Presenters : Alma  Ruznic,  Jose-Luis  Mejia,  Nadiyah  Shereff,  TAYSF  Young  Adult 

Advocates 

(Document  B) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Presentation  on  Youth  Commission/Department  of  Public  Health's  (DPH)  collaborative 
implementation  of  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12N:  Lesbian,  Gay, 
Bisexual,  Transgender,  Queer  and  Questioning  Youth:  Youth  Services  Sensitivity 
Training 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch;  Michael  Baxter  (DPH  Director  of  Youth  Programs 
and  Family  Planning) 

(Document  C) 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 


10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 


MAY  - 4 2i 
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A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  May  16,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  big  Board  of  Supervisors’  Public  Safety  Committee  hearing  on 
Juvenile  Hall:  May  17,  2012  (4:00pm,  Board  Chamber) 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting  TBD 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council;  next  meeting  TBD 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  April  16,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Baer  - cannot  be  authorized 

ii.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

iii.  Commissioner  Holloway 

iv.  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker 

v.  Commissioner  Ontiveros 

vi.  Commissioner  Shackelford 

B.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Baer 

ii.  Commissioner  Bonner 

iii.  Commissioner  Brodwin 

iv.  Commissioner  Carrion  - cannot  be  authorized 

v.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

vi.  Commissioner  Liang 

vii.  Commissioner  Shackelford 

C.  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Bonner 

ii.  Commissioner  Ontiveros 

iii.  Commissioner  Yang  - cannot  be  authorized 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfoov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 
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Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfaov.org)  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Strengthening  OUtreach  to 
Connect  ycpung  adults 
to  existing  services: 

sf4tay.org,  San  Francisco’s  TAY  Resource  Website 

■ 

sf4tay.org  is  a TAY-specific  website  to  improve  outreach  to  transitional  age  youth.  This 
comprehensive,  searchable  resource  directory  will  allow  young  adults  to  easily  access  information 
in  order  to  connect  with  the  range  of  local  resources  that  are  available  to  them.  Services  in 
workforce,  education,  housing,  wellness,  advocacy  and  recreation  will  be  listed  on  one  central  site. 

The  Need:  Why  outreach? 

The  2006  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force  identified  the  need  to  increase  outreach  and 
awareness  efforts  to  better  connect  transitional  age  youth  with  existing  programs  and  services. 
In  the  five  years  since,  we  have  continued  to  hear  from  young  adults  and  providers  that  they  are 
not  aware  of  existing  community  resources  for  TAY.  When  TAYSF  published  a Young  Adult 
Resource  Guide  in  2008  and  distributed  1 ,000  copies  in  two  months,  it  was  clear  that  we 
needed  better  information  and  referral  resources  for  TAY. 

The  Approach:  Why  a TAY  Resource  Website  to  improve  outreach? 

• There  are  few  access  points  that  advertise  or  refer  youth  to  multiple  sen/ices.  TAY  and 
service  providers  often  have  a hard  time  finding  resources  because  they  are  not  in  one 
comprehensive  place. 

• Printed  resource  guides  often  become  outdated  as  soon  as  they  are  printed,  as  CBOs  or 
programs  may  move,  change  contact  information,  or  go  out  of  business. 

• Current  guides  and  websites  often  do  not  contain  resources  specifically  designed  for  TAY, 
do  not  include  usable  information,  or  are  not  easily  accessible. 

o After  researching  existing  websites  with  similar  features  but  different  target  audiences 
(Life  Portal,  211,  Youthline,  SF  Kids,  311),  we  have  determined  that  a TAY-only  website 
is  needed  to  maximize  the  resources  that  exist  in  the  community. 

THE  Vision:  What  will  sf4tay.org  look  like? 

• sf4tay.org  will  be  a comprehensive,  one-stop  access-and-referral  TAY  resource  website  for 
TAY  and  their  supporters 

• Specifically,  the  website  will  have  the  following  features: 

o Designed  specifically  for  16-24  year  old  transitional  age  youth 

o Includes  comprehensive  and  up-to-date  listings  of  all  programs  and  services  available  to 
TAY,  with  all  types  of  services  (e.g.  education,  employment,  health,  housing)  and 
detailed  program  information,  including  contact  info,  application  process/deadline,  etc. 
o Provides  a user-friendly  search  engine  that  allows  a user  to  search  by  service  and 
neighborhood 

o Additionally  includes  listings  of  job  & internship  opportunities  for  youth,  community 
events,  and  life  skills  toolkits  for  TAY 

The  Plan:  What’s  Next? 

• Young  Adult  Engagement:  To  ensure  that  sf4ay.org  will  continue  to  be  informed  and  guided 
by  the  needs  of  TAY  during  the  development  process  and  beyond,  we  will  engage  young 
people  through  stipended  opportunities  to  conduct  outreach,  collect  and  input  data,  develop 
and  launch  a marketing  campaign,  and  plan  an  end-of-the  year  launch  event. 

• Provider  Outreach,  Data  Collection  and  Entry:  To  gather  content  and  build  a user  base  for 
sf4tay.org,  the  young  adult  team  will  do  ongoing  outreach  to  providers  and  input  program 
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data  into  the  website.  We  will  ask  that  TAY-serving  San  Francisco  departments  require  their 
grantees  to  contribute  program  information  and  utilize  the  website  as  a referral  tool,  and  that 
all  members  of  the  TAY  Executive  Directors  Network  make  the  same  commitment. 

• Beta  Testing  & Focus  Groups:  To  maximize  the  usefulness  of  sf4tay.org  for  young  people 
and  their  allies,  we  will  convene  groups  of  young  adults  and  providers  to  gather  feedback 
about  the  design  and  features  of  the  website  throughout  the  development  process. 

• Marketing  & Launch:  Once  the  website  content  and  design  are  finalized,  the  young  adult 
team  will  market  and  launch  sf4tay.org.  TAYSF  plans  to  host  a culminating  event  in  May 
2012  to  celebrate  TAY  in  San  Francisco,  to  share  stories  about  their  struggles  and 
successes,  and  to  grant  education  and  leadership  awards  for  young  adults  who  have 
overcome  significant  challenges  in  their  transition  to  adulthood.  This  event  will  provide  an 
opportunity  to  share  the  newly-launched  with  our  partners  and  allies  in  City  departments, 
organizations,  and  the  community. 

The  Team:  Who  are  our  partners? 

Our  partners  on  this  project  include  Department  of  Public  Health;  Department  of  Children,  Youth 

& Their  Families;  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission;  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce 

Development;  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing;  Human  Services  Agency;  Adult  Probation 

Department;  Juvenile  Probation  Department;  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District;  San 

Francisco  City  College;  community  based  organizations;  and  philanthropy. 

Want  to  learn  more? 

Contact  us  at  TAYSF,  www.taysf.org: 

• Allison  Cohen,  Project  Manager,  allison@tavsf.org  or  415-701-5579 

• Justin  Slaughter,  Communications  Coordinator,  Justin@tavsf.org  or  415-701-5581 

• Jose-Luis  Mejia,  Young  Adult  Engagement  Coordinator,  iose-luis@tavsf.org  or  415-701-5568 
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San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 


c, 


CHAPTER  12N: 

LESBIAN,  GAY,  BISEXUAL,  TRANSGENDER, 
QUEER,  AND  QUESTIONING  YOUTH:  YOUTH 
SERVICES  SENSITIVITY  TRAINING 


Sec.  12N.1.  Definitions. 

Sec.  12N.2.  Contract  Language  Requiring  Youth  Service  Providers  to  Provide  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual, 
and  Transgender  Sensitivity  Training  for  Any  Employee  or  Volunteer  Who  Has  Direct 
Contact  With  Youth  or  Whose  Work  Directly  Affects  Youth. 

Sec.  12N.3.  Requirement  That  City  Departments  Provide  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  and  Transgender 

Sensitivity  Training  for  Any  City  Employee  Who  Has  Direct  Contact  with  Youth  or  Whose 
Work  Directly  Affects  Youth. 


Sec.  12N.4.  Effective  Date. 

SE  cC  1 2 NjT  DEFINT^SnS 


As  used  in  this  Chapter  the  following  words  and  phrases  shall  have  the  meanings  indicated  herein: 

(a)  "City"  shall  mean  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(b)  "Contract"  shall  mean  an  agreement  (however  titled,  including,  without  limitation,  a memorandum  of 
understanding)  to  grant  or  otherwise  provide  funds  to  an  organization  for  youth  services,  including  funds  from 
another  governmental  entity  administered  through  the  City  or  any  City  commission,  board,  agency  or  department. 
"Contract"  shall  not  include  (1)  an  agreement  to  provide  goods  to  the  City  pursuant  to  bids  or  requests  for 
proposals,  where  the  City  is  the  end  user  of  the  goods  or  (2)  an  agreement  to  provide  services  or  benefits  to  City 
employees  and/or  to  their  family  members,  dependents,  or  their  other  designated  beneficiaries. 

(c)  "Organization"  shall  mean  any  corporation  formed  under  California  law  for  any  private,  public  or 
charitable  purpose,  or  any  collaborative,  which  receives  a cumulative  total  per  year  of  at  least  $50,000  in  City- 
provided  or  City- administered  funds. 

(d)  "Sensitivity  framing"  shall  mean  any  program  provided  from  a list  of  providers  whose  programs  have 
been  reviewed  and  approved  by  a joint  Human  Rights  Commission  and  Youth  Commission  committee  and  shall 
include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  training  regarding  issues  laced  by  disabled,  HIV  positive,  immigrant,  persons  of 
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color,  sexually  abused,  runaways  from  non- accepting  households,  and  homeless  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual, 
transgender,  queer,  and  questioning  youth. 

(e)  "Youth  Services"  shall  mean  child  care,  including  after  school  care;  job  readiness,  training,  and 
placement;  health,  including  mental  health  and  substance  abuse;  social  services;  homeless  prevention,  housing  or 
shelter  programs  or  services;  education;  recreation;  delinquency  prevention;  and  library  services  programs 
directed  at  or  designed  to  serve  children  or  youth  between  the  ages  often  and  eighteen  years  old,  or  older  as 
defined  by  the  organization 

(Added  by  Ord.  177-99,  File  No.  990546,  App.  6/25/99) 

SEC.  12N.2. CONTRACT  LANGUAGE  REQUIRING  YOUTH 
SERVICE  PROVIDERS  TO  PROVIDE  LESBIAN,  GAY,  BISEXUAL, 
AND  TRANSGENDER  SENSITIVITY  TRAINING  FOR  ANY 
EMPLOYEE  OR  VOLUNTEER  WHO  HAS  DIRECT  CONTACT  WITH 
YOUTH  OR  WHOSE  WORK  DIRECTLY  AFFECTS  YOUTH. 


(a)  Each  contracting  agency  of  the  City  or  any  department  thereof  acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  City,  shall 
include  in  every'  solicitation  for  youth  services  under  the  competitive  contractor  selection  process,  provisions 
requiring  any  organization  submitting  such  a proposal  or  request  to  provide  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  and 
transgender  sensitivity  training  for  any  employee  or  volunteer  who  has  direct  contact  with  youth,  or  whose  work 
directly  affects  youth  as  part  of  its  proposal  or  request. 

(b)  Each  contracting  agency  of  the  City  or  any  department  thereof  acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  tire  C ity,  shall 
include  in  all  contracts  between  it  and  any  organization  that  is  subject  to  this  Chapter  a provision  requiring 
lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  and  transgender  sensitivity  training  for  any  employee  or  volunteer  who  has  direct  contact 
with  youth  or  whose  work  directly  affects  youth.  The  contract  shall  require  the  organization  to  conduct  such  a 
training  on  an  annual  basis,  unless  the  contracting  agency  of  the  City  or  any  department  thereof  requires  more 
frequent  trainings.  The  contract  shall  require  the  organization  to  provide  documentation  certifying  to  its  Board  of 
Directors  and  the  City  agency  or  department  administering  the  contract  that  such  a training  was  conducted  and 
the  requirements  of  the  tr  aining  were  fulfilled  on  an  annual  basis. 

(c)  In  furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  this  Chapter,  the  Controller,  in  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney, 
shall  create  the  provisions  described  in  subsections  (a)  and  (b)  above,  consistent  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Chapter. 

(d)  Each  City  department  or  agency  administering  contracts  with  organizations  providing  youth  sendees 
shall  provide  copies  of  the  documentation  certifying  that  such  trainings  were  conducted,  as  required  in  Chapter 
12N  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  to  the  Commission,  if  any,  that  oversees  tire  sponsoring 
department  or  agency  and  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission. 

(e)  Failure  to  comply  with  any  provision  requir  ed  by  this  Chapter  shall  constitute  a material  breach  of  the 
contract  and  may  be  grounds  for  termination  of  tire  contract.  Every  City  agency  or  department  must  report  all 
contract  breaches  to  tire  Human  Rights  Commission  at  their  next  regularly  scheduled  meeting. 
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(Added  by  Ord.  177-99,  File  No.  990546,  App.  6/25/99) 

SEC.  12N.3.  REQUIREMENT  THAT  CITY  DEPARTMENTS  PROVIDE 
LESBIAN,  GAY,  BISEXUAL,  AND  TRANSGENDER  SENSITIVITY 
TRAINING  FOR  ANY  CITY  EMPLOYEE  WHO  HAS  DIRECT 
CONTACT  WITH  YOUTH  OR  WHOSE  WORK  DIRECTLY  AFFECTS 
YOUTH. 


Each  City  department  shall  provide  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  and  transgender  sensitivity  training  for  any 
employee  who  has  direct  contact  with  youth  or  whose  work  directly  affects  youth. 

(Added  by  Ord.  177-99,  File  No.  990546,  App.  6/25/99) 

SEC.  12N.4. EFFECTIVE  DATE. 


This  Chapter  shall  not  apply  to  any  contract  for  which  a solicitation  was  issued  90  days  following  the  effective 
date  of  this  Chapter.  This  Chapter  shall  apply  to  all  contracts  for  which  a solicitation  was  issued  more  than  90 
days  following  the  effective  date  of  this  Chapter. 

(Added  by  Ord.  177-99,  File  No.  990546,  App.  6/25/99) 

Disclaimer: 

This  Code  of  Ordinances  and/or  any  other  documents  that  appear  on  this  site  may  not  reflect  the  most  current  legislation  adopted  by  the 
Municipality.  American  Legal  Publishing  Corporation  provides  these  documents  for  informational  purposes  only.  These  documents  should  not 
be  relied  upon  as  the  definitive  authority  for  local  legislation.  Additionally,  the  formatting  and  pagination  of  the  posted  documents  varies  from 
the  formatting  and  pagination  of  the  official  copy.  The  official  printed  copy  of  a Code  of  Ordinances  should  be  consulted  prior  to  any  action 
being  taken. 

For  further  information  regarding  the  official  version  of  any  of  this  Code  of  Ordinances  or  other  documents  posted  on  this  site,  please 
contact  the  Municipality  directly  or  contact  American  Legal  Publishing  toll-free  at  800-445-5588. 

© 201 1 American  Legal  Publishing  Corporation 
techsupDort@arrteaal.com 

1.800.445.5588. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes 
Monday,  May  7,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


JUN  1 5 2012 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Chairwoman  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:16pm. 


Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Jonathan  Baer  (arrived  at  5:28pm),  Robin  Bonner, 
Angel  Carrion,  Antonia  Huneeus  (arrived  at  5:19pm),  Javonte  Holloway  (arrived  at  5:27pm), 
Leah  LaCroix,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Rene  Ontiveros  (arrived  at  5:38pm), 

Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun.  Commissioners  absent:  Rachel  Brodwin,  Betty 
Huey,  Hillary  Liang,  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang.  There  was  quorum.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia, 
Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  approve  the  agenda. 

This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  April  16,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Bonner,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to 
the  meeting  of  Monday,  April  16,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 

5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  were  none. 

6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 
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Mario  Yedidia,  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  provided  the  commission  with  a brief 
legislative  update  on  Youth  Commission  business  items.  Mr.  Yedidia  started  by  sharing 
an  SFGOVTV  video  clip  of  the  May  1,  2012  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting,  in  which 
Board  President  David  Chiu  shared  a request  for  a hearing  on  the  Youth  Commission’s 
budget  and  policy  priorities  for  FY  12-13,  14-15.  Board  President  Chiu  asked  for  the 
hearing  to  be  held  at  an  upcoming  Budget  and  Finance  committee.  Committee  chairs 
are  expected  to  attend  and  present  on  their  committee  priorities  once  this  date  is  set. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  urged  the  Commission  to  spread  the  word  and  help  on  the  outreach  for 
the  May  17th  hearing  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors’  Public  Safety  Committee  on  youth 
recreation  access  at  Juvenile  Hall.  This  hearing  was  a result  of  the  Youth  Commission’s 
work  on  this  issue,  and  commissioners  were  encouraged  to  attend.  Commissioners 
Persky,  Shackelford,  and  LaCroix  stated  that  they  will  attend  the  hearing;  with 
Commissioner  Bonner  stating  that  she  might  be  able  to  attend. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  gave  commissioners  an  update  on  the  free  MUNI  for  low  income  youth 
work.  The  April  17th  MTA  Board’s  vote  to  support  free  MUNI  for  low  income  youth  of  San 
Francisco  was  contingent  on  the  approval  of  funds  by  two  different  outside  agencies:  the 
Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  and  the  San  Francisco  Country 
Transportation  Authority  (SF  CTA).  Commissioners  were  encouraged  to  attend  any 
upcoming  MTC  and  SFCTA  meeting  if  at  all  possible.  Commissioner  Carrion  was  the 
only  commissioner  who  might  be  able  to  attend  an  upcoming  MTC  or  SFCTA  meeting. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  concluded  the  legislative  report  by  recapping  it  for  the  few 
commissioners  who  arrived  to  the  meeting  iate. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  and  request  for  co  sponsorship  of  June  website  launch  (www.sf4tav.ora1  by 
Transitional  Age  Youth — San  Francisco  (TAYSF) 

Presenters:  Alma  Ruznic,  Jose-Luis  Mejia,  Nadiyah  Shereff,  TAYSF  Young  Adult 

Advocates 

(Document  B) 

For  this  item,  Commissioners  Ontiveros  and  Bonner  shared  their  work  on  the 
Transitional  Age  Youth  Advisory  Board,  and  urged  their  colleagues  to  consider  Jose-Luis 
Mejia’s  request.  Mr.  Mejia  then  introduced  himself  to  the  Commission  as  the  TAYSF 
Young  Adult  Advocate,  and  apologized  for  the  absence  of  his  colleagues  Alma  Ruznic 
and  Nadiyah  Shereff.  Mr.  Mejia  started  his  presentation  by  sharing  the  exciting  new 
branding  and  logo  for  TAYSF,  and  then  gave  a detailed  overview  of  the  work  that  went 
into  the  SF4TAY  resource  website.  TAYSF  is  asking  for  the  Youth  Commission's  support 
with  a request  for  co  sponsorship  of  the  upcoming  June  website  launch.  The  Department 
of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  the  Department  of  Public  Health  (DPH), 
the  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing,  City  College  of  San  Francisco,  and  several  other 
departments  and  foundations  have  signed  on  to  cosponsor  the  TAYSF  website  launch. 
Mr.  Mejia  would  love  to  have  the  Youth  Commission's  support  in  cosponsoring  the 
launch,  as  well  as  help  with  outreach  for  the  website.  The  website  launch  event  will  take 
place  on  June  13,  2012  from  4 to  6pm,  at  the  Multi  Use  building  at  City  College  of  San 
Francisco.  He  invited  all  commissioners  to  the  launch  event,  and  thanked  the 
Commission  for  their  time. 
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After  the  presentation,  Mr.  Yedidia  shared  with  the  commission  that  as  this  item  was 
agendized  as  a discussion  item  only,  the  Commission  would  have  to  take  action  on 
whether  or  not  to  cosponsor  the  website  launch  at  the  next  full  Youth  Commission 
meeting  of  May  21st.  Commissioners  asked  Mr.  Mejia  clarifying  questions.  Chairwoman 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Presentation  on  Youth  Commission/Department  of  Public  Health’s  (DPH)  collaborative 
implementation  of  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12N:  Lesbian,  Gay, 
Bisexual,  Transgender,  Queer  and  Questioning  Youth:  Youth  Services  Sensitivity 
Training 

Presenters:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch;  Michael  Baxter  (DPH  Director  of  Youth  Programs 
and  Family  Planning) 

(Document  C) 

Mr.  Michael  Baxter,  Director  of  Youth  Programs  and  Family  Planning,  at  the  Department 
of  Public  Health  (DPH),  started  his  presentation,  by  thanking  the  Youth  Commission  for 
their  time  and  work.  Mr.  Baxter  then  gave  an  overview  on  the  collaborative  work  of 
implementing  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12N  on  Lesbian,  Gay, 
Bisexual,  Transgender,  Queer  and  Questioning  Youth:  Youth  Services  Sensitivity 
Training.  Mr.  Baxter  informed  commissioners  that  the  12N  code  is  a requirement  that  city 
departments  provide  LGBT  sensitivity  training  for  any  city  employee  who  has  direct 
contact  with  youth  or  whose  work  directly  affects  youth.  The  collaborative  work  of  the 
DPH,  Human.  Rights  Commission  (HRC),  and  the  Youth  Commission  via  Commissioner 
Tu  Mutch  and  staff  has  been  the  first  real  steps  of  working  towards  an  implementation 
process.  DPH  is  the  first  agency  within  the  city  to  step  up  to  work  on  how  to  implement 
12N  for  their  employees.  The  working  group  has  been  collaborating  with  the  Bay  view 
Hunter’s  Point  Center  for  Arts  and  Technology  (BAYCAT)  on  creating  an  interactive 
video  to  pilot  this  Summer  on  DPH  employees.  Mr.  Baxter  then  concluded  his 
presentation  by  sharing  with  the  Commission  the  different  projects  and  focus  group 
meeting,  this  collaborative  working  group  has  been  working  on  for  the  last  9 months. 

Commissioners  Shackelford  and  Baer  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  provided  additional  contextual  information  on  why  12N  is 
important  and  presented  on  the  importance  of  education  on  working  with  LGBT  youth  to 
youth  working  professionals.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  shared  her  own  personal  story  of 
moving  across  the  country  to  San  Francisco,  a city  which  is  viewed  as  an  LGBT 
welcoming  haven  by  many  others.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  emphasized  the  importance 
of  having  DPH  roll  out  the  training  video  pilot  program,  as  many  LGBT  youth  seek  public 
health  and  mental  health  services.  Tu  Mutch  viewed  this  training  as  a counter  education 
from  the  education  that  people  currently  received  about  LGBT  youth.  Commissioner  Tu 
Mutch  shared  her  excitement  at  working  with  the  collaborative  group,  and  requested  her 
colleagues  support  in  future  12N  work. 

Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Bonner  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  informed  her  colleagues  that  she  would  eventually  be  working 
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on  a resolution  to  commend  DPH’s  efforts  in  implementing  12N  and  urge  other  city 
departments  to  do  the  same;  and  she  would  be  requesting  her  colleagues  support  on  the 
resolution  when  the  time  comes. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  thanked  Mr.  Baxter  for  his  time  and  work. 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

For  this  item,  Mr.  Yedidia  updated  commissioners  on  the  application  process  for  the  2012- 
2013  FY  term.  Commissioners  Persky  and  Shackelford,  along  with  Youth  Empowerment 
Fund  Advisory  Board  staff  Nayad  Abrahamian,  Gillian  Bogart,  and  Peter  Lauterborn,  has 
been  helping  out  with  the  4 different  group  interview  sessions.  In  total,  there  were  51  new 
applicants,  and  9 returning  applicants.  Commissioners  Persky  and  Shackelford  shared  their 
experiences  with  the  interview  process,  and  encouraged  their  colleagues  to  help  out.  The 
following  commissioners  then  volunteered  to  help  out  with  the  remaining  interview  sessions: 
Armstrong,  Carrion,  Bonner  (maybe),  and  Holloway  (maybe).  Youth  Commission  staff 
recommended  to  Supervisors  to  make  their  appointment  decisions  by  June  1,  2012.  Mr. 
Yedidia  shared  that  the  Mayor’s  Office  had  already  informed  him  that  they  will  be  making 
their  appointments  in  July.  Commissioners  who  have  reapplied  for  the  next  Youth 
Commission  term  do  not  need  to  attend  the  group  interviews. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  May  16,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

Commissioners  Tu  Mutch  and  Bonner  updated  their  colleagues  on  their  respective 
officer  duties.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  work  with 
media  presence  and  outreach.  She  reminded  her  colleagues  to  email  her  their  Media 
and  Public  Relations  contribution  plan  by  the  next  deadline  of  June  14,  2012. 
Commissioner  Bonner  reported  that  there  was  no  legislative  affairs  work  for  last  week. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  big  Board  of  Supervisors’  Public  Safety  Committee  hearing  on 
Juvenile  Hall:  May  17,  2012  (4:00pm,  Board  Chamber) 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  urged  his  colleagues  to  attend  and  help  with  the  outreach  of 
the  upcoming  Board  of  Supervisor’s  Public  Safety  Committee  hearing  on  May  17,  2012. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 
Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  this  committee  needs  to  meet. 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Baer  reviewed  all  of  the  Youth  City  Services  related  work  commissioners 
have  been  working  on. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 
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Commissioner  Armstrong  reported  to  everyone  that  the  committee  has  been  working  on 
work  permit  accessibility  and  looking  into  the  roll  out  of  Summer  Jobs+  in  San  Francisco. 
She  announced  that  there  will  be  a Summer  Jobs+  Resource  Fair  on  Saturday,  May  12, 
2012  from  10am-2pm  at  the  Moscone  West  Center,  and  encouraged  her  peers  to  attend 
Commissioners  Sun,  Persky,  Huey,  Ontiveros,  and  LaCroix  all  stated  they  would  attend 
the  fair. 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioners  Persky  and  Shackelford  shared  that  they  will  be  bringing  all  Youth 
Commission  related  work  and  events  to  the  next  Youth  Advisory  Council  meeting  of 
Thursday,  May  10,  2012. 

Mr.  Yedidia  concluded  item  10  by  recognizing  the  hard  work  of  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch. 
Commissioners  usually  get  to  work  with  one  another  in  their  issues  based  committees; 
however  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  has  been  representing  the  Commission  on  her  own  in 
the  12N  working  group.  He  commended  her  for  her  hard  work. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

Youth  Commissioner  staff,  Phimy  Truong  noted  that  the  absences  in  items  1 1B  i.  and  1 1 Bii 
also  cannot  be  authorized. 

A.  Monday,  April  16,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Baer  - cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  explained  that  he  was  absent  from  this  meeting  because  he  had 
strep  throat. 

ii.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

Commissioner  Huneeus  explained  that  she  was  out  of  the  country,  visiting  her 
relatives  in  Chile,  and  was  unable  to  attend  this  meeting.  Commissioner 
Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  moved  to  authorize  the 
absence.  The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

iii.  Commissioner  Holloway 

Commissioner  Holloway  explained  that  he  was  really  busy  turning  in  documents 
for  his  financial  aid,  and  was  unable  to  attend  the  meeting.  He  shared  that  he 
would  understand  if  his  peers  did  not  want  to  authorize  his  absence. 
Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved  to  authorize 
the  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

iv.  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker  explained  that  as  this  meeting  had  gone  past 
8:00  pm,  she  had  gotten  very  tired  and  needed  to  go  home  to  study  for  school 
tests.  Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved 
to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 
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v.  Commissioner  Ontiveros 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  explained  that  he  had  missed  his  flight  coming  back  to 
San  Francisco  from  a conference,  and  was  stuck  at  the  Los  Angeles  Internationa! 
Airport.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

vi.  Commissioner  Shackelford 

Commissioner  Shackelford  explained  that  she  was  tardy  to  this  meeting  and 
arrived  after  the  roll  was  called  because  she  had  dance  rehearsal  for  an 
upcoming  recital.  She  was  not  released  from  the  rehearsal  until  5:30  pm  and 
made  a great  effort  to  head  straight  to  the  meeting  right  after.  Commissioner 
Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Baer  - cannot  be  authorized! 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  he  was  tardy  and  arrived  late  to  this  meeting 
after  the  roll  was  called.  He  understood  that  this  would  make  the  tardy  and 
absence. 

ii.  Commissioner  Bonner  - cannot  be  authorized! 

Commissioner  Bonner  was  not  present  to  explain  this  absence. 

iii.  Commissioner  Brodwin  - 

This  item  was  tabled  until  the  next  meeting,  as  Commissioner  Brodwin  was 
absent. 

iv.  Commissioner  Carrion  - cannot  be  authorized 
Commissioner  Carrion  apologized  for  this  absence. 

v.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

Commissioner  Huneeus  explained  that  she  was  out  of  town  and  was  unable  to 
attend  this  meeting.  Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner 
Ontiveros,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 

vi.  Commissioner  Liang 

This  item  was  tabled  until  the  next  meeting,  as  Commissioner  Liang  was  absent. 

vii.  Commissioner  Shackelford 

Commissioner  Shackelford  explained  that  she  had  food  poisoning  on  this  date, 
and  was  too  ill  to  attend  this  meeting.  Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by 
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Commissioner  Huneeus,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was 
approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Bonner 

Commissioner  Bonner  explained  that  she  was  at  school  and  was  unable  to  make 
this  meeting.  She  did  not  ask  to  have  this  absence  authorized. 

ii.  Commissioner  Ontiveros 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  explained  that  he  arrived  late  to  this  meeting  because 
of  the  rain.  Commissioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

iii.  Commissioner  Yang  - cannot  be  authorized 

This  item  was  tabled  to  the  next  meeting,  as  Commissioner  Yang  was  not 
present. 

12,  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  announced  that  there  was  going  to  be  a retention  efforts  focus 
group  coming  up  at  City  College,  where  participants  would  receive  at  $25  gift  card.  He 
asked  commissioners  who  were  interested  to  contact  him  after  the  meeting. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  shared  that  there  was  going  to  be  a rally  event  in  Oakland  at  the 
Frank  Ogawa  Plaza  on  May  13,  2012  at  6:00pm  to  walk  against  those  who  discriminated 
against  the  transgender  community.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  encouraged  her  peers  to 
attend  this  important  rally. 

13.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:33pm. 


Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfaov.orQ 

www.sfaov.ora/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
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ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfQoy.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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gP  Youth  Commission 


San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  May  21,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

4.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  File  no.  120525  [General  Obligation  Bond  Election  - San  Francisco  Clean  and  Safe 
Neighborhood  Parks  - $195,000,000] 

Presenter:  Staff,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Document  A 


5.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Presentations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Remarks  regarding  the  budget  for  fiscal  years  201 2-201 3 and  201 3-2014 
Presenter:  Honorable  District  4 Supervisor  Carmen  Chu,  Chair,  Board  of  Supervisors’ 
Budget  & Finance  Committee 

B.  Presentation  and  request  to  support  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force’s  (TURF) 
tobacco  policy  resolution  by  Youth  Leadership  Institute 

Presenters:  Catherine  Judge,  Programs  Associate,  Youth  Leadership  Institute  and  youth 
members  of  TURF 
Document  B 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Motion — 06 — Supporting  and  cosponsoring  TAYSF’s  SF4TAY  resource  website  and 
launch  event 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rene  Ontiveros 
Document  C 


8.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 
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A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  May  30,  2012,  4:00-6: 00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  TBD 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting:  May  23,  2012 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council;  next  meeting  TBD 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  May  7,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Baer  - Cannot  be  authorized 

ii.  Commissioner  Brodwin  - Cannot  be  authorized 

iii.  Commissioner  Holloway 

iv.  Commissioner  Huey 

v.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

vi.  Commissioner  Liang 

vii.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  - Cannot  be  authorized 

viii.  Commissioner  Yang  - Cannot  be  authorized 

B.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Brodwin 

ii.  Commissioner  Liang 

C.  Monday,  March  19,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Yang  - Cannot  be  authorized 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfQov.orQ 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 
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Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 


The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 


In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.oral  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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1 20525  [General  Obligation  Bond  Election  • San  Francisco  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood 
Parks -$195,000,000] 

Sponsors:  Mayor;  Chu,  Mar,  Farrell,  Chiu,  Elsbernd,  Wiener,  Campos,  Cohen,  Kim  and  Olague 
Ordinance  calling  and  providing  for  a special  election  to  be  held  in  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  on  Tuesday,  November  6, 2012,  for  the  purpose  of  submitting  to  the  voters  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  a proposition  to  incur  the  following  bonded  debt  of  the  City  and 
County:  $195,000,000  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  renovation,  demolition,  environmental 
remediation  and/or  improvement  of  park,  open  space,  and  recreation  facilities  and  all  other 
structures,  improvements,  and  related  costs  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  foregoing  purposes 
and  paying  all  other  costs  necessary  and  convenient  for  effectuating  those  purposes;  authorizing 
landlords  to  pass-through  50%  of  the  resulting  property  tax  increase  to  residential  tenants  in 
accordance  with  Chapter  37  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code;  finding  that  the  estimated 
cost  of  such  proposed  project  is  and  will  be  too  great  to  be  paid  out  of  the  ordinary  annual  income 
and  revenue  of  the  City  and  County  and  will  require  expenditures  greater  than  the  amount  allowed 
therefore  by  the  annual  tax  levy;  reciting  the  estimated  cost  of  such  proposed  project;  fixing  the 
date  of  election  and  the  manner  of  holding  such  election  and  the  procedure  for  voting  for  or  against 
the  proposition;  fixing  the  maximum  rate  of  interest  on  such  bonds  and  providing  for  the  levy  and 
collection  of  taxes  to  pay  both  principal  and  Interest  thereof;  prescribing  notice  to  be  given  of  such 
election;  making  environmental  finding!  and  findings  of  consistency  with  the  General  Plan; 
consolidating  the  special  election  with  the  general  election;  establishing  the  election  precincts, 
voting  places  and  officers  for  the  election;  waiving  the  word  limitation  on  ballot  propositions 
• imposed  by  San  Francisco  Municipal  Elections  Code  Section  51 0;  complying  with  Section  53410  of 
the  California  Government  Code;  incorporating  the  provisions  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code,  Sections  5.30  - 5.36;  and  waiving  the  time  requirements  specified  in  Section  2.34  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code.  ASSIGNED  to  Government  Audit  and  Oversight  Committee. 


WHAT  TURF  DOES 

pp  TURF  members  are  developing  legislation  to 
Jjgj  address  the  saturation  of  tobacco  retailers 
Mg  in  low-income  communities.  These  are 
%l|j  communities  where  there  is  a large  population 
||1  of  immigrants,  people  of  color,  and  youth,  the 
ilp  vast  majority  of  whom  lack  the  resources  and 
||§jf  advocacy  skills  to  overturn  harmful  practices 
lip  that  damage  their  community’s  health.  TURF’s 
jjjj  goal  is  to  enact  a policy  that  will  limit  the 
mm  density  of  tobacco  retailers  and  cap  the  number 
Bill  of  tobacco  stores  allowed  to  operate  in 
111  San  Francisco. 

Ill  The  TURF  team  is  currently  conducting 
111  action  research  projects,  including:  maps; 
jjjj  surveys;  literature  reviews;  and  interviews 
jjj  with  researchers,  professors,  attorneys,  public 
jjlj  health  professionals,  local  tobacco  retailers  and 
llj  community  organizers. 


WHY  THIS  IS  IMPORTANT 

The  majority  of  tobacco  retailers  in  San 
Francisco  are  concentrated  in  the  low  income 
neighborhoods  that  are  home  to  the  most 
marginalized  and  disadvantaged  populations. 
Through  political  advocacy  and  participatory 
action  research,  TURF  is  empowering  young 
people  to  take  ownership  of  their  communities 
and  to  make  changes  in  the  political  system  to 
improve  their  environment. 


HOW  YOU  CAN  SUPPORT  TURF 

On  the  Internet:  “Like”  us  on  Facebook  and  follow  and 
spread  our  updates;  watch  and  share  our  videos 
In  Your  Community:  Express  your  support  for  the  TURF 
team  and  get  your  organizations,  friends,  neighbors  and 
local  political  officials  to  endorse  our  campaign! 


CONTACT 

Catherine-Mercedes  Judge 
cmjudge@yli.org  • (415)  836-9160  x 245 
Hjj  www.facebook.com/turfsf 
jp|  www.twitter.com/turfsf 
www.yli.org 


TURF  is  a program  of  the  Youth  Leadership  Institute  made  possible  with  funding 
-from  the  Tobacco  Free  Project  of  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health. 


REMIND  SAN  FRANCISCO  THAT  THE  HEALTH  OF  OUR  PEOPLE 
SHOULD  COME  BEFORE  PROFITS! 


TOBACCO  US*  RE1  ' TJC*i  f'ORCS 
a„  a "'a'i 
¥©,ntlt  Mi  ite® 


Jesus  Sicairos,  19  | Mission 
has  been  involved  with  tobacco 
prevention  work  since  his  early 
teens  through  YOATSF  and 
TURF.  Aside  from  his  interests 
in  health  and  politics,  he  studies 
as  a personal  trainer  and  chef  at 
City  College  of  San  Francisco,  and 
paints  murals  throughout  the  City. 


Amanda  Trescott,  21  | Sunset 

was  born  and  raised  in  San  Diego  ■■ 
and  moved  to  San  Francisco  to  r 
pursue  her  Bachelor’s  Degree  in 
Health  Education  at  San  Francisco 
State  University.  Aside  from  her 
internship  with  TURF,  she’s  also  a Bfc 
full-time  employee  in  retail. 


Brianna  Hines,  18  | Oceanview 

M is  a student  at  City  College  of  Hp 
H San  Francisco.  Brianna  came  to 
j|  TURF  through  her  participation  in  ^ 
jj|  the  All  Stars  Project.  She  brings 
||  experience  with  youth-led  policy,  : M 
||  having  lobbied  in  Sacramento  * 

§j  for  bills  crafted  by  youth  through 
H YMCA’s  “Youth  and  Government”. 


Janakaye  Cruz,  17  | Downtown 

is  a first  generation  Filipina- 
American  and  can  speak  T^galog.  ifyl 
She  is  active  in  her  church  and  MM 
at  Lowell  High  School,  and  |l 

volunteers  with  Aim  High's 
summer  program.  Janakaye  strives 
to  become  a pediatrician  so  she 
can  protect  the  health  of  children. 


e 33*81  - 1 I 1 

| LeeAnn  Crisman,  20  | Sunset 

i is  a third  generation  San  Francisco 
1 native  and  is  currently  attending 
| City  College  of  San  Francisco.  |fd|| 
| LeeAnn  aspires  to  teach  children,  jHI 
| a career  she  connected  with  while  H 
she  was  a member  of  Abraham 
I Lincoln  High  School’s  Teacher  ■ 
si  Academy. 


Luisa  Sicairos,  20  | SoMa 

is  a first  generation  Mexicana 
American,  fluent  in  Spanish.  Luisa 
has  led  tobacco  prevention  work 
for  the  past  six  years  through 
YOATSF  and  TURF.  She  is 
pursuing  a career  in  social  work, 
currently  studying  at  City  College 
of  San  Francisco. 


Richard  Rodrigo,  20  | Vlsltaclon  Valley 

immigrated  to  San  Francisco  from 
the  Philippines  and  is  a student 
at  City  College  of  San  Francisco. 

Richard  is  studying  to  becoming  a 

college  counselor.  His  passion  for 

justice  and  goodness  in  society  led  EKKapHSalpM 

him  to  join  TURF. 


Malaysia  Sanders,  18  I Bayvlew  Hunters  Point 

has  been  advocating  for  safer 
schools  and  neighborhoods  since 
her  early  teens.  She’s  currently 
in  the  ‘Youthworker  to  Teacher 

programs  at  City  College  of  San  fc. 

Francisco.  She  plans  to  become  a 
teacher  in  the  SF  public  schools. 


Setting  Limits  On  Tobacco 
Retail  Permits  In  San  Francisco 


•aa .v -:.r , : ; : r 

Youth  advocates  from  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force 
(TURF),  a project  of  Youth  Leadership  Institute  (YLI),  propose 
new  legislation  to  protect  the  city’s  health  by  minimizing  the 
harmful  effects  of  exposure  to  tobacco  retail  establishments. 
This  proposal  will  reduce  the  serious  disparity  in  tobacco 
exposure,  easing  the  impact  on  vulnerable  communities  by 
leveling  the  playing  field  across  all  supervisorial  districts. 


Tobacco  harms  our  city’s  health 

and  affects  us  all 

• Tobacco  use  is  the  leading  preventable  cause  of 
death  for  San  Franciscans.1 

• The  cost  of  tobacco-related  disease  and  death 
in  San  Francisco  is  close  to  $500  million  a 
year.2 

• Low-income  communities  and  communities 
of  color  face  greater  exposure  to  tobacco  than 
more  affluent  communities.3 * 

• Higher  exposure  to  tobacco  products  results 
in  increased  youth  smoking  rates.1  Residents 
of  neighborhoods  with  high  concentrations  of 
tobacco  retailers  are  statistically  at  greater  risk 
of  tobacco  related  disease  and  death.,seeNoraketal 

and  Chuangetal) 

• Throughout  San  Francisco,  over  60%  of 
tobacco  retailers  are  within  a thousand  feet 
of  schools.5  A recent  California  study  links 
greater  density  of  tobacco  outlets  to  higher 
youth  smoking  rates.6 


1.  MokdadAH,  Marks  JS.  Stroup  DF,  Gerberding  JL.  Actual  causes  of  death  in  the 
United  Stales.  2000.  JAMA2004;  291:1239-45. 

2.  In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to  be  $475 
per  resident  or  $3,331  per  smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly  $15.8  bfliion  in  smoking- 
related  costs.  {Max,  W„  Rice  D.  P..  Zhang.  X,  Sung  H-Y.  & Miller,  L.  (2002).  The 
Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department 

of  Health  Services.]  In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were 
estimated  to  be  $475  per  resident  or  $3,331  per  smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly 
$15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs  (1999  dollars).  Max  W,  Rice  DP.  Zhang  X 
Sung  H-Y,  Miller  L The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento.  CA: 
California  Department  of  Health  Services,  2002.  Those  same  costs  in  2008 
would  be  S690  per  resident  or  $4,924  per  smoker. 

3.  Vorhees,  C.  Cigarette  Sales  to  African-American  and  White  Minors  in  Low- 

Income  Areas  of  Baltimore.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health.  1997. 650-654 


Over-concentration  of  tobacco  retailers 
normalizes  the  use  of  tobacco 

• San  Francisco  has  over  1,000  retailers  selling 
tobacco  and  other  cigarette  products.7 

• San  Francisco’s  most  disadvantaged 
neighborhoods  are  disproportionately 
impacted  by  high  tobacco  retail  density.  The 
six  supervisorial  districts  with  the  highest 
proportions  of  tobacco  retailers  by  population 
also  have  the  lowest  median  household 
incomes  in  the  city: 

District  3 - North  Beach  and  Chinatown 
District  5 - Western  Addition  and  Haight-Ashbury 
District  6 - Tenderloin,  South  of  Market 
District  9 - Mission  and  Portola 
District  10  - Bayview  Hunters  Point  and 
Yisitacion  Valley 

District  11  - Excelsior,  Ingleside,  and  Oceanview 
African  American  and  Latino  residents  are 
more  likely  to  live  in  districts  with  the  highest 
density  of  tobacco  retailers.8 


4.  Novak,  S.P.,  Reardon,  S.F.  et  al,  2006.  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and  youth 
cigarette  smoking:  a propensity-modeling  approach.  Am  J.  Public  Health  96.  670- 
676.  Chuang,  J.  Effects  of  neighbourhood  socioeconomic  status  and  convenience 
store  concentration  on  individual  level  smoking,  J Epidemiol  Community  Heallh. 
200S;  59:  568-573 

5.  ‘Supervisory  and  Planning  Districts  and  Schools,  Tobacco  Outlet  counts  in  San 
Frandsco’.  S.F.  DepL  of  Public  Heallh,  2011. 

6.  Henriksen  L et  al.  2008.  See  also  Chapman  S and  Freeman  B:  Regulating  the 
tobacco  retail  environment  beyond  reducing  sales  to  minors.  Tob  Control  2009. 
18(6):  496-501. 

7.  San  Frandsco  Department  of  Public  Heallh  and  the  Tobacco  Free  Project  2012 

8.  ‘San  Frandsco  Socio-Economic  Profile,  2005-2009  American  Community  Sur- 
vey*. San  Frandsco  Planning  Department  Office  of  the  Treasurer-Tax  Collector, 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health. 
Tobacco  Free  Project 


if 


STRONG  PUBLIC  SUPPORT  FOR 
LIMITS  ON  TOBACCO  RETAILERS 

The  public  supports  setting  limits  on  the 
number  of  cigarette  retailers  in  San  Francisco. 
In  2009  survey  of  San  Francisco  residents, 

83%  supported  limits  on  stores  selling 
cigarettes  in  low-income  communities  with 
large  populations  of  children  and  youth.  A 
survey  of  San  Francisco  residents,  conducted 
in  April  2012,  shows  over  80%  supporting 
legislation  to  gradually  reduce  the  number  of 
stores  selling  cigarettes  and  tobacco  products 
■ in  the  city. 

Research  conducted  by  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force 
and  YU  in  Fall  2009  and  Spring  2012. 


(Organization)  _ 


SUp 


TURF  NEEDS  YOUR  SUPPORT 

The  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force  (TURF)  seeks  your  organization’s  support  in  protecting  the  city’s 
health  by  minimizing  the  negative  effects  of  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets. 


Our  organization  wishes  to  support  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force  (TURF): 

□ The  TURF  program  has  permission  to  use  our  name  as  an  endorser  of  this  policy. 

□ We  will  communicate  with  our  membership  and  ask  their  support  for  this  policy  which  would 
protect  the  public  health  of  all  San  Franciscans 

□ We  will  commit  spokespersons,  youth,  and  other  concerned  parties  for  hearings,  press  conferences, 
community  forums,  and/or  other  related  campaign  activities  upon  request. 

□ Another  way  our  organization  intends  to  support  the  policy: 


endorses  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force’s  policy 


campaign  because  we  want  to  protect  the  health  of  all  San  Franciscans  by  creating  a more  equitable 
environment  with  fewer  tobacco  permits. 

Organization: 

Contact  person: 

Address  & Zip  Code:  _ 

Email:  _ 

Date:  _ 


_ Phone  Number: 


Please  fill  out  endorsement  form  and  return  to  Catherine-Mercedes  Judge,  TURF  Program  Coordinator 
Email  to  cmjudge@yli.org 
Fax  to  (415)  836-0071,  attn:  Catherine 

For  more  information  about  this  proposal,  the  TURF  team  or  YLI,  please  contact 
Catherine-Mercedes  Judge,  Program  Coordinator,  at  (415)  836-9160  ext.  245  or  cmjudge@yli.org 
For  more  information  about  the  Youth  Leadership  Institute,  please  visitwww.yli.org 


Resolution  to  Support  Setting  Limits  to  the  Number  of  Tobacco  Retail 
Permits  in  All  Supervisorial  Districts  in  San  Francisco 


WHEREAS,  Evidence  shows  that  greater  exposure  to  stores  that  sell  tobacco  is 
strongly  linked  to  higher  smoking  rates  and  tobacco-related  harms1;  and 
WHEREAS,  The  costs  of  tobacco-related  disease  and  death  are  close  to  $500 
million  each  year  for  San  Francisco2; 

WHEREAS,  Higher  tobacco  retail  density  encourages  smoking  by  making 
cigarettes  more  accessible  and  available,  by  normalizing  tobacco  use,  and 
through  increasing  environmental  cues  to  smoke.3 

WHEREAS,  Higher  exposure  to  tobacco  products  results  in  increased  youth 
smoking  rates4;  and 

WHEREAS,  Research  shows  that  the  greater  the  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets, 
the  more  likely  a neighborhood  is  at  risk  for  tobacco  related  death  and  disease, 
specifically  low-income  communities5;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  residents  are  not  impacted  equally  by  exposure  to 
tobacco  retail  outlets;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  most  disadvantaged  neighborhoods  are 
disproportionately  impacted  by  high  tobacco  retail  density.  The  six  supervisorial 
districts  with  the  highest  proportions  of  tobacco  retail  by  population  (3,  5,  6,  9,  10, 
and  11)  also  have  the  lowest  median  household  incomes  in  the  city.  African 
American  and  Latino  residents  are  more  likely  to  live  in  districts  with  the  highest 
number  of  outlets.6 

WHEREAS,  Youth  continue  to  have  ready  access  to  tobacco  in  San  Francisco, 
and  the  most  recent  California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  data  of  the  SFUSD  revealed 
that  51%  of  9,h  graders  thought  it  was  "fairly  easy”  or  "very  easy”  to  obtain 
cigarettes7;  and 


1 See  Novak,  S.  P.,  Reardon,  S.F.,  Raudenbush,  S.  W.,  & Buka.  S.  L.  (2006).  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and  youth  cigarette  smoking:  a 
propensity  modeling  approach.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health,  96, 670-676:  Chuang,  J-C.,  Cubbin,  C„  Ahn,  D.,  & Winkieby,  M.  A. 
(2005).  Effects  of  neighbourhood  socioeconomic  status  and  convenience  store  concentration  on  individual  level  smoking,  Journal  of 
Epidemiology  and  Community  Health,  69,  568-573;  Henriksen,  l,  Feighery,  E.  C..  Schleicher,  N.  C.,  Cowling,  D.  W.,  Kline,  R.  S.,  & 
Fortmann,  S.  P.  (2008).  Is  adolescent  smoking  related  to  the  density  and  proximity  of  tobacco  outlets  and  retail  cigarette  advertising  near 
schools?  Preventive  Medicine,  47,  210-214.;  and  Leatherdale,  S.  T,  & Strath,  J.M.  (2007).  Tobacco  Retailer  Density  Surrounding  Schools 
and  Cigarette  Access  Behaviors  Among  Underage  Smoking  Students.  Annals  of  Behavioral  Medicine,  33(1),  105-111.  Chapman  S, 
Freeman  B:  Regulating  the  tobacco  retail  environment:  beyond  reducing  sales  to  minors,  fob  Control  2009.  18(6):  496-501. 

2 In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to  be  $475  per  resident  or  $3,331  per  smoker,  for  a total  ol  nearly 
$15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs.  (Max,  W.,  Rice  D.  P.,  Zhang.  X.,  Sung  H-Y,  & Miller,  L.  (2002).  The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California, 
1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of  Health  Services.)  In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to 
be  $475  per  resident  or  $3,331  per  smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly  $15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs  (1999  dollars).  Max  W.  Rico  DP, 
Zhang  X,  Sung  H-Y,  Miller  L.  The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of  Health  Services,  2002. 
Those  same  costs  In  2008  would  be  $690  per  resident  or  $4,924  per  smoker. 

J Henriksen  L et  al.  2008.  See  also  Chapman  S and  Freeman  B:  Regulating  the  tobacco  retail  environment:  beyond  reducing  sales  to 
minors.  Tob  Control  2009.  18(6):  496-501.  See  also  Chuang,  J.  et  al.  2005,  and  Novak  et  al  2006. 

4 Novak,  et  al.  2006 

s Chuang,  Et  al.  2005 

4 "San  Francisco  Socio-Economic  Profile,  2005-2009  American  Community  Survey”,  San  Francisco  Planning  Department;  Office  of  the 
Treasurer-Tax  Collector,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health.  Tobacco  Free  Project. 

7 Wasted,  (n.d.).  California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  San  Francisco  County  Mein  Technical  Report  Report  2010-1 1 1 Retrieved  on  April  18,  2012 
http://chks.wested.orQ/reporls/search. 


Resolution  to  Support  Setting  Limits  to  the  Number  of  Tobacco  Retail 
Permits  in  All  Supervisorial  Districts  in  San  Francisco 

WHEREAS,  A recent  California  study  shows  that  student-smoking  rates  are 
higher  for  schools  that  had  tobacco  outlets  within  a thousand  feet  of  the  school8; 
and 

WHEREAS,  In  San  Francisco  over  60%  of  tobacco  retail  outlets  are  Within  a 
thousand  feet  of  schools9;  and 

WHEREAS,  Reducing  the  concentration  of  tobacco  outlets  with  permits  to  sell 
tobacco,  particularly  in  more  vulnerable  communities,  can  reduce  smoking  rates 
and  decrease  tobacco  related  harms;10  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Institute  of  Medicine— the  US’  premier  advisory  body  on  health 
policy— recommends  regulations  to  reduce  the  number  and  density  of  tobacco 
outlets  to  reduce  tobacco-related  disease  and  death11;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amending  and  adding  to  Article  19  in  the  San  Francisco  City  and 
County  Health  Code  to  limit  the  number  of  tobacco  permits  available  to  a 
supervisorial  district  to  5 for  each  10,000  residents  in  that  district  will  significantly 
limit  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets  and  reduce  harms  to  youth  and  community 
residents  in  all  San  Francisco  Districts, 

NOW  THEREFORE  BE  IT  RESOLVED,  in  order  to  protect  the  health  of  all  San 
Francisco  residents  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  supports  in  concept 
reducing  the  disproportionate  exposure  of  tobacco  caused  by  higher  tobacco 
density  in  areas  with  high  numbers  of  people  of  color,  low  income  residents,  and 
youth  by  setting  a limit  on  the  number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  that  applies  to  all 
supervisorial  districts. 


e See  Leatherdale,  S.  T,  & Strath.  J.M.  (2007).  Tobacco  Retailer  Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Cigarette  Access  Behaviors  Among 
Underage  Smoking  Students.  Annals  of  Behavioral  Medicine,  33(1),  105-111;  and  Henrikesen,  L et  al  2008. 

* ‘Supervisory  and  Planning  Districts  and  Schools,  Tobacco  Cutlet  counts  In  San  Francisco’.  S.F.  Dept,  of  Public  Health.  2011. 

10  Novak,  S.  P.,  Reardon,  S.F.,  Raudenbush,  S.  W.,  & Buka,  S.  L.  (2006).  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and  youth  cigarette  smoking:  a 
propensity  modeling  approach.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health,  96,  670-676;  Henrlksen,  L,  Felghery,  E.  C.,  Schleicher,  N.  C..  Cowling. 
D.  W.,  Kline,  R.  S.,  & Fortmann,  S.  P.  (2008).  Is  adolescent  smoking  related  to  the  density  and  proximity  ol  tobacco  outlets  and  retail 
cigarette  advertising  near  schools?  Preventive  Medicine,  47,  210-214.;  Chan,  Wing  C.,  and  Scott  T.  Leathetdale.  (201 1).Tobacco  Retailer 
Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Youth  Smoking  Behaviour:  A Multi-level  Analysis.  Tobacco  Induced  Diseases  9.1,  9.;  Llpperman-Kredn, 
Ph.D.,  Sharon,  Joel  W;  Grube,  Ph.D.,  and  Karen  B.  Friend,  Ph.D.  (2011)  Local  Tobacco  Policy  and  Tobacco  Outlet  Density:  Associations 
With  Youth  Smoking.  Journal  of  Adolescent  Health 

" Institute  of  Medicine  (IOM).  Ending  tho  Tobacco  Problem:  A Blueprint  for  the  Nation.  Washington  DC:  National  Academies  Press.  2007. 
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MOTION  NO.  1112—06 


[Motion  to  Support  and  Co-sponsor  TAY  SF's  SF4TAY.ORG  Resource  Website  and  Launch 
Event] 

Shall  the  Youth  Commission  support  TAYSF's  SF4TAY  resource  website  by  helping  with 
outreach  and  shall  the  Youth  Commission  cosponsor  the  SF4TAY  resource  website  launch 
event  in  June  2012? 

Supplemental  information 

The  2006  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force  identified  the  need  to  increase  outreach  and 
awareness  efforts  to  better  connect  transitional  age  youth  with  existing  programs  and 
services.  There  are  few  access  points  that  advertise  or  refer  youth  to  multiple  services.  TAY 
and  service  providers  often  have  a hard  time  finding  resources  because  they  are  not  in  one 
comprehensive  place.  Printed  guides  often  become  outdated  as  soon  as  they  are  printed,  as 
CBOs  or  programs  may  move,  change  contact  information,  or  go  out  of  business.  Current 
guides  and  websites  often  do  not  contain  resources  specifically  designed  for  TAY.  A TAY  only 
website  is  needed  to  maximize  the  resources  that  exist  in  the  community. 

SF4TAY.org  will  be  a comprehensive,  one  stop  access  and  referral  TAY  resource  website 
specifically  for  TAY  and  their  supporters.  This  searchable  resource  directory  will  allow  young 
adults  to  easily  access  information  in  order  to  connect  with  the  range  of  local  resources  that 
are  available  to  them.  Services  in  workforce,  education,  housing,  wellness,  advocacy  and 
recreation  will  be  listed  on  one  central  site.  The  SF4TAY.org  site  will  go  live  during  a launch 
event  in  June  2012. 
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MOTION  NO.  1112—06 


The  question(s)  before  the  Youth  Commission  is  1)  whether  we  wish  to  support  TAY  SF’s 
SF4TAY.org  and  help  with  outreach  of  the  resource  website,  and  2)  whether  we  wish  to  co- 
sponsor the  SF4TAY  website  launch  event  in  June  2012. 

Should  the  Youth  Commission  approve  this  motion,  we  will  be  actively  involved  in  promoting, 
and  doing  outreach  for  both  the  website  and  launch  event. 


Commissioner  Ontiveros 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 


Draft  - Minutes  f 
Monday,  May  21, 2012 
5:15-8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JUN  0 1 2012 


1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02  SAN  FRANCIS' 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  itenp  BBHte  


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairwoman  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:17pm. 

Commissioners  present:  Jonathan  Baer,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion,  Betty 
Huey,  Javonte  Holloway  (arrived  at  5:28pm),  Leah  LaCroix,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Rene 
Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang.  Commissioners  absent: 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Hillary  Liang,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Joyce  Sun.  There  was 
quorum.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

Before  going  into  this  item,  Chairwoman  LaCroix  stated  to  everyone  that  there  will  be  a 
presentation  by  Supervisor  Carmen  Chu  today;  and  that  she  would  be  asking  her  peers  and  any 
presenters  to  respectfully  give  Supervisor  Chu  the  floor  when  she  arrives.  With  that, 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  called  for  public  comment  on  approving  the  agenda. 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

Julian  Chang  introduced  himself  as  the  President  of  the  Juvenile  Probation  Commission  and 
thanked  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  members  for  their  work  on  the  recent  public  hearing  at  the 
Board  of  Supervisors’  Public  Safety  Committee.  Mr.  Chang  saluted  the  whole  Commission  for 
their  work  to  date,  and  offered  to  collaborate  with  commissioners  in  the  future  on  juvenile  justice 
issues. 


4.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  File  no.  120525  [General  Obligation  Bond  Election  - San  Francisco  Clean  and  Safe 
Neighborhood  Parks  - $195,000,000] 

Presenter:  Staff,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Document  A 


Chairwoman  LaCroix  introduced  this  item  by  thanking  and  welcoming  the  Recreation 
and  Parks  Department  for  taking  the  time  to  come  back  to  the  Youth  Commission  to 
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present  on  the  San  Francisco  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood  Parks  bond  proposal.  She 
then  laid  out  the  format  for  this  item,  which  is  to  start  with  the  presentation  from  the 
department,  after  which  Commissioners  can  discuss  the  item  and  ask  questions  to  the 
presenters,  then  there  will  be  time  to  hear  from  any  members  of  the  public  who  wishes  to 
speak,  and  then  have  the  Commission  make  a motion  to  either  support,  not  support,  or 
not  take  a position  on  this  item. 

Alex  Randolph,  Deputy  Director  of  Community  Government  Affairs,  thanked  the  Youth 
Commission  for  their  time  and  reminded  commissioners  of  the  Recreation  and  Parks 
department  presentation  to  the  Youth  Commission  back  in  February.  Mr.  Randolph  then 
introduced  his  colleague,  Karen  Mauney-Brodek,  who  is  the  Deputy  Director  of  Park 
Planning  and  has  been  working  closely  on  the  SF  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood  Parks 
bond  proposal. 

Ms.  Mauney-Bodek  then  went  through  a power  point  presentation,  which  detailed  the 
need  to  improve  and  invest  in  the  City’s  parks,  the  City’s  10  year  capital  plan  and  how 
the  bond  would  function  within  the  parameters  of  the  plan;  reviewed  the  2008  bond  and 
shared  how  projects  from  that  bond  is  going;  and  provided  specific  plans  that  were 
included  in  the  2012  bond  proposal.  The  proposal  was  put  together  after  a rigorous 
process  of  gathering  community  input  and  feedback.  The  SF  Clean  and  Safe 
Neighborhood  Parks  bond  proposal  was  introduced  at  last  Tuesday’s  Board  of 
Supervisors’  meeting.  Ms.  Mauney-Bodek  stressed  that  there  was  over  1.5  billion  dollars 
in  capital  need  for  the  City’s  parks,  going  over  images  of  parks  and  facilities  that  needed 
to  be  restored;  the  goals  and  purpose  of  this  bond  was  to  help  invest  in  the  city’s  open 
public  spaces.  If  the  bond  proposal  was  approved  by  the  voters  in  November  2012, 
potential  city  wide  programs  and  projects  would  include  work  around  playground  safety 
and  cleanliness,  water  conservation,  habitat  restoration,  urban  forestry,  updating  parks 
that  have  broken  facilities,  landscaping,  and  the  continuation  of  the  Community 
Opportunity  Fund.  Ms.  Mauney-Bodek  then  gave  an  update  on  the  status  of  projects  that 
came  out  of  the  2008  Recreation  and  Park  bond,  which  was  approved  by  71.6%  of  SF 
voters.  The  2008  bond  allowed  for  the  department  to  upgrade  numerous  parks  and 
projects  in  SF;  currently  all  projects  from  this  bond  are  on  or  under  budget.  Attendance 
at  parks  increased  as  soon  as  renovations  and  upgrades  were  made  to  the  space.  Ms. 
Mauney-Bodek  and  Mr.  Randolph  thanked  the  commissioners  for  their  time,  and  urged 
the  commissioners  to  support  this  bond  proposal. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  paused  this  item  at  5:47pm  to  give  Supervisor  Carmen  Chu  the 
floor. 

This  item  was  resumed  at  6:08pm.  Commissioners  Yang  and  Bonner  asked  clarifying 
questions  about  the  bond  proposal.  Mr.  Randolph  and  Ms.  Mauney-Bodek  explained 
that  a bond,  if  approved  by  the  voters,  is  money  the  city  borrows  from  investors  to  fund 
projects  that  are  included  in  the  proposal.  Bond  dollars  can  only  be  used  for  physical 
improvements,  and  not  to  hire.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  asked  clarifying  questions  about 
the  Community  Opportunity  Fund,  whether  or  not  dollars  from  the  bond  can  go  towards 
recreation  access  at  the  juvenile  justice  center,  what  the  Supervisors’  role  is  in  the 
language  of  the  bond,  and  provided  context  about  his  current  work  on  recreation  access 
at  juvenile  justice  center  in  the  Youth  Commission’s  Youth  Justice  Committee. 


Mr.  Randolph  stated  that  as  the  Community  Opportunity  Fund  process  is  done  through 
the  bond,  which,  if  approved,  was  set  for  projects  on  spaces  that  were  publically 
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available  to  all;  and  is  designated  for  property  that  the  department  owns.  This  particular 
bond  proposal  has  also  been  in  the  works  for  more  than  a year,  with  community  input. 

Mr.  Randolph  recommended  that  for  requests  like  these,  it  would  be  good  for  the 
Commission  to  be  involved  at  the  beginning  of  the  process.  Ms.  Mauney-Bodek  also 
shared  that  there  are  guidelines  created  by  community  members,  for  the  Community 
Opportunity  Fund  process.  Currently,  the  cap  for  a project  is  $250,000.  Mr.  Randolph 
shared  that  the  next  steps  of  the  bond  proposal  include  it  being  scheduled  for  a Board  of 
Supervisors’  committee  hearing,  if  the  committee  approved  the  proposal,  it  will  go 
towards  the  Board  of  Supervisors’  meeting  for  approval;  if  approved,  the  bond  proposal 
would  then  go  on  the  ballot  to  the  voters.  The  Supervisors  have  been  involved  in 
providing  feedback  since  the  beginning  of  the  process,  and  it  would  be  best  for  them  to 
make  amendments  before  the  proposal  was  introduced. 

Mario  Yedidia,  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  clarified  to  Youth  Commissioners  that 
currently  10  members  of  the  Board  have  already  sponsored  this  version  of  the  bond 
proposal.  However,  Supervisors  have  the  power  to  still  make  amendments  to  change  the 
language  of  the  bond  should  they  wish  to  do  so.  Chairwoman  LaCroix  reminded  her 
colleagues  of  the  Commission’s  process  of  providing  comment  and  recommendations  to 
legislation  referred;  the  Commission  can  take  action  to  support,  to  not  support,  or  to  not 
take  a position  on  this  legislation. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  support  the 
Recreation  and  Parks  Department’s  San  Francisco  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood  Parks 
bond  proposal.  This  motion  passed  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Baer, 
Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  and  Yang. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved  to  add  the  following 
additional  comments  to  the  Youth  Commission’s  response  to  legislation  referred:  to  urge 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  prioritize  finding  capital  dollars  for  youth  at  juvenile  justice 
center  to  have  access  to  the  recreation  yard.  This  motion  passed  by  the  following  roll  call 
vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Baer,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  and  Yang. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  add  the 
following  comments  to  the  response  to  legislation  referred:  to  urge  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  prioritize  finding  operational  dollars  for  staff  to  be  at  existing  and  new 
Recreation  and  Park  facilities  so  they  can  be  on  site  and  facilitate  activities  and  services 
for  youth.  This  motion  passed  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Baer,  Bonner, 
Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  and  Yang. 

Commissioner  Persky,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix,  moved  to  add  to  the 
Commission’s  response  to  the  legislation  referred,  to  urge  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
continue  to  and/or  further  prioritize  underserved  communities  and  their  feedback  during 
the  bond  proposal  decision  process.  This  motion  passed  by  the  following  roll  call  vote: 
Ayes  (12)-  Baer,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker, 
Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  and  Yang. 
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5.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 

Supervisors  {Discussion  Only) 

Mr.  Yedidia  provided  the  commission  with  a brief  legislative  update  on  Youth  Commission 
business  items.  He  thanked  and  commended  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Baer,  Brodwin, 
LaCroix,  Ontiveros,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Yang  for  their  work  in  presenting  the  Youth  Commission's 
budget  and  policy  priorities  at  the  Board’s  Budget  and  Finance  Committee  meeting  of 
Wednesday,  May  16th.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  played  a clip  from  SFGOVTV  where  Supervisor  John 
Avalos  spoke  about  the  admirable  work  of  this  year’s  Youth  Commission.  Mr.  Yedidia  thanked 
Commissioners  Carrion,  Huey,  and  Huneeus  who  attended  the  presentation  to  support  their 
colleagues. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  gave  a brief  update  on  the  Board’s  Public  Safety  Committee  hearing  on 
recreational  access  at  Juvenile  Hall  on  Thursday,  May  17th  Supervisor  Chiu  was  the  primary 
sponsor  of  the  hearing;  Supervisors  Avalos,  Olague,  and  Mar  were  co  sponsors.  The  Juveniie 
Probation  Department  did  not  come  to  the  hearing  with  any  specific  numbers  in  their  line  item, 
and  shared  their  current  capital  priorities  which  include  improving  facilities  to  be  compliant  with 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act,  a new  fire  notification  system,  security  cameras,  and  other 
needs.  Julian  Chang,  the  President  of  the  Juvenile  Probation  Commission  and  Ivan  Wachter, 
Chair  of  the  Juvenile  Justice  Commission  attended  the  hearing.  Mr.  Yedidia  shared  that  these 
were  two  bodies  that  have  more  power  to  provide  oversight  to  the  Juvenile  Probation 
Department.  Supervisor  Avalos,  Chair  of  the  Public  Safety  Committee,  did  not  close  the  file  on 
this  hearing;  this  means  that  this  issue  can  be  opened  up  again  in  the  future. 

6.  Presentations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Remarks  regarding  the  budget  for  fiscal  years  2012-2013  and  2013-2014 
Presenter:  Honorable  District  4 Supervisor  Carmen  Chu,  Chair,  Board  of  Supervisors’ 
Budget  & Finance  Committee 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  welcomed  the  Honorable  District  4 Supervisor  Carmen  Chu  to  the 
Youth  Commission  meeting.  Supervisor  Chu  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  for  their 
time,  and  commended  the  commissioners’  for  their  hard  work  seen  at  last  Wednesday’s 
hearing  on  the  Youth  Commission’s  budget  and  policy  priorities.  Supervisor  Chu  gave  a 
brief  overview  of  her  role  as  the  Chair  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors’  Budget  and  Finance, 
and  the  process  of  balancing  the  City’s  budget.  Supervisor  Chu  shared  her  priorities  with 
Commissioners,  which  include  police  staffing  levels  and  the  City’s  Deferred  Retirement 
Options  Program  (DROP),  job  training  for  adults,  summer  youth  employment,  how  San 
Francisco’s  children  and  senior  services  would  be  affected  by  the  State's  budget,  and 
how  to  balance  San  Francisco’s  budget  in  a sustainable  way. 

Commissioners  Baer,  Shackelford,  Carrion,  Ontiveros,  and  Yang,  asked  clarifying 
questions.  Chairwoman  LaCroix  thanked  Supervisor  Chu  for  her  time.  Supervisor  Chu 
thanked  the  Youth  Commission  and  shared  that  she  looked  forward  to  working  with  the 
Commission  on  all  joint  priorities. 

B.  Presentation  and  request  to  support  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force’s  (TURF) 
tobacco  policy  resolution  by  Youth  Leadership  Institute 


Presenters:  Catherine  Judge,  Programs  Associate,  Youth  Leadership  Institute  and  youth 
members  of  TURF 
Document  B 

Catherine  Judge,  Programs  Associate  at  the  Youth  Leadership  Institute,  introduced 
herself  and  the  youth  members  of  the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force  (TURF)  to  the 
Youth  Commission.  TURF  members  are  youth  advocates  working  on  a tobacco  control 
policy  to  create  a healthier  San  Francisco.  Members  include  Jesus  Slcairos,  Amanda 
Trescott,  Brianna  Hines,  Janakaye  Cruz,  LeeAnn  Crisman,  Luisa  Slcairos,  Malaysia 
Sanders,  and  Richard  Rodrigo.  Members  provided  an  overview  of  the  scope  of  their 
work  in  reducing  tobacco  retailers.  TURF  members  have  been  working  on  developing 
legislation  to  address  the  overwhelming  number  of  tobacco  retailers  in  low  income 
communities-where  there  is  a larg#population  of  people  of  color,  youth,  immigrants,  and 
other  marginalized  populations.  Their  goal  is  to  enact  a policy  that  will  limit  the  density  of 
tobacco  retailers  and  cap  the  number  of  tobacco  retailers  allowed  to  operate  in  San 
Francisco.  This  effort  would  reduce  the  disparity  in  tobacco  exposure  and  decrease  the 
perspective  to  youth  that  smoking  is  a social  norm.  The  proposed  legislation  would  also 
reduce  the  number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  citywide,  through  attrition. 

Commissioners  Bonner,  Ontiveros,  Brodwin,  Shackelford,  Huey,  Holloway,  and  LaCroix 
asked  clarifying  questions  about  TURF,  the  project’s  goals,  and  specific  request  from  the 
Youth  Commission.  TURF  members  asked  for  the  Youth  Commission’s  public  support  of 
the  TURF  campaign. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  publically 
support  the  TURF  campaign  and  help  with  outreach  on  the  policy  campaign.  The  motion 
passed  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (10)  - Baer,  Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion, 
Holloway,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  and  Yang.  Nays  (2)  - Huey, 
Shackelford. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  he  would  be  following  up  with  TURF  members. 
Chairwoman  LaCroix  thanked  them  for  their  presentation. 

7.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Motion — 06 — Supporting  and  cosponsoring  TAYSF’s  SF4TAY  resource  website  and 
launch  event 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rene  Ontiveros 
Document  C 

Commissioner  LaCroix  reminded  her  peers  that  this  item  had  already  been  heard  at  the 
last  full  Youth  Commission  meeting,  where  Transitional  Age  Youth  San  Francisco  young 
adult  advocate,  Jose  Luis  Mejia  gave  a presentation  on  the  SF4TAY  website. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  read  the  motion  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  Bonner  and  Brodwin  expressed  their  support  for  TAYSF’s  work  on  the 
SF4TAY  resource  website. 


Public  Comment: 

Xiaofan  Wu,  a student  at  Lowell  high  school,  spoke  about  how  resourceful  TAY  SF's 
current  website  is  for  her.  She  shared  that  it  was  very  informative  and  would  love  to  see 
the  new  resource  website. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros,  with  a second  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  support 
the  motion  to  support  and  co  sponsor  TAYSF’s  SF4TAY  resource  website  and  launch 
event.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Baer, 

Bonner,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Ontiveros,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  and  Yang. 

8;  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

For  this  item,  Mario  Yedidia,  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  updated  the  commissioners 
on  the  status  report  of  the  free  MUNI  for  low  income  youth  campaign.  Mr.  Yedidia  went  over 
the  figures  of  the  22  month  pilot  program,  and  explained  the  importance  of  securing 
approval  of  funds  from  different  transportation  bodies.  Mr.  Yedidia  announced  that  there  was 
going  to  be  a final  vote  on  $400,  000  for  the  pilot  program  at  the  San  Francisco  County 
Transportation  Authority  (SFCTA)  meeting  of  Tuesday,  May  22  at  11  am.  Mr.  Yedidia  asked 
if  any  commissioners  would  be  able  to  make  this  meeting  to  speak  in  public  comment. 
Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Ontiveros  volunteered  to  attend  this  meeting.  Mr.  Yedidia  then 
shared  that  there  was  going  to  be  two  important  meetings  in  June  at  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission  (MTC).  He  encouraged  commissioners  to  attend  these 
upcoming  meetings. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  May  30,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

Commissioner  Yang  shared  with  her  peers  that  the  Executive  Committee  were  not  able 
to  meet  last  week  due  to  the  two  Board  of  Supervisors’  committee  hearings  that 
commissioners  participated  in,  as  well  as  it  being  finals  week. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  TBD 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  and  Carrion  told  their  colleagues  that  they  have  been 
extremely  busy  with  their  current  work  with  recreation  access  at  juvenile  hall.  Ontiveros 
asked  his  committee  members  if  they  could  schedule  a time  to  meet  before  the  next  full 
Youth  Commission  meeting. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Yang  explained  that  the  committee  has  not  had  a chance  to  meet  yet, 
and  will  look  into  setting  up  a meeting. 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting:  May  23,  2012 

Commissioner  Baer  explained  that  he  had  originally  started  working  on  a resolution 
about  the  Recreation  and  Parks  bond,  but  not  sure  where  the  direction  will  be  given  the 
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discussion  amongst  commissioners  after  the  Recreation  and  Parks  presentation.  He 
shared  that  the  committee  will  be  meeting  soon. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Persky  shared  that  he  attended  the  Summer  Jobs+  resource  fair  recently. 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Persky  updated  his  colleagues  that  the  YAC  had  their  last  meeting  of  the 
year  recently,  and  is  done  for  the  year. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  May  7,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Baer  - Cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  Baer  acknowledged  that  this  absence  cannot  be  authorized.  He 
explained  that  he  was  tardy  to  this  meeting,  and  apologized  for  it. 

ii.  Commissioner  Brodwin  - Cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  Brodwin  acknowledged  that  this  absence  cannot  be  authorized.  She 
shared  with  her  peers  that  she  had  notified  YC  staff  of  her  absence  in  advance.  She  was 
running  for  student  body  president  and  was  swamped  at  school  during  this  week. 

iii.  Commissioner  Holloway 

Commissioner  Holloway  apologized  for  being  late  to  this  absence.  Commissioner 
Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Baer,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This 
motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

iv.  Commissioner  Huey 

Commissioner  Huey  explained  that  she  was  in  finals  week  at  school,  and  was  unable  to 
make  the  meeting.  Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix, 
moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 

v.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

This  item  was  tabled  to  the  next  meeting,  as  Commissioner  Huneeus  was  not  present  at 
this  meeting. 

vi.  Commissioner  Liang 

This  item  was  tabled  to  the  next  meeting,  as  Commissioner  Liang  was  not  present  at  this 
meeting. 

vii.  Commissioner  Ontiveros  - Cannot  be  authorized 


7 


Commissioner  Ontiveros  acknowledged  that  this  absence  cannot  be  authorized,  he 
explained  that  he  was  in  a meeting  with  his  appointing  officer,  and  was  unable  to  make  it 
to  this  meeting  on  time. 

viii.  Commissioner  Yang  - Cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  Yang  explained  that  she  had  AP  exams  every  day  and  needed  to  focus 
on  her  studies.  She  apologized  for  missing  the  meeting  and  understood  that  this 
absence  could  not  be  authorized. 


B.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Brodwin 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  tardy  to  this  meeting  because  she  was 
on  the  phone  with  family  members.  Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by 
Commissioner  LaCroix,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 

ii.  Commissioner  Liang 

This  item  was  tabled  to  the  next  meeting.  Commissioner  Liang  was  not  present  at  this 
meeting  to  authorize  her  absence. 


C.  Monday,  March  19,  2012 
i.  Commissioner  Yang  - Cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  Yang  explained  that  she  was  really  sick  and  was  unable  to  attend  the 
meeting. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Carrion  announced  that  the  Juvenile  Advisory  Council  (JAC)  was  currently 
seeking  youth  to  join  the  council.  Youth  who  are  interested  and  have  experience  in  criminal 
justice  and  juvenile  justice  issues  were  strongly  encouraged  to  apply.  JAC  members  receive  a 
payment  of  $25  an  hour,  but  the  work  is  not  set  to  regular  schedule.  Carrion  asked  his 
colleagues  to  spread  the  word  and  to  get  in  touch  with  him  for  more  information. 

12.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8:02pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
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San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  June  4,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PL 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


vr 

i 

IV'i 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JUN  0 1 20)2 
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5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  File  no.  120573]  Hearing  — SFUSD  Revenue  and  Additional  Support 
Sponsor  and  presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Eric  Mar 
Document  B 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 


6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Youth  Commission  Budget  Priorities  for  FYs  12-13  & 13-14  in  the  context  of  Mayor  Lee's 
proposed  budget  & upcoming  Board  of  Supervisors  action 

B.  Free  MUNI  for  Youth 

C.  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  from  the  Community  Youth  Center’s  Bayview  Youth  Advocates 
Presenters:  Bayview  Youth  Advocates 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — AL1 1 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate  (AB 
2547) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  C 
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B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — AL12 — Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  required  LGBT  cultural  competency 
trainings  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  (AB  1856) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  D 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — AL13 — Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  support  the  ban  on  ineffective  and  harmful  conversion  therapy  for 
persons  under  18  (SB  1172) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  E 

D.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — AL14 — Calling  on  the  City  to  Set  Limits  to  the  Number 
of  Tobacco  Retail  Permits  in  All  Supervisorial  Districts 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Leah  LaCroix 
Document  F 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  June  13,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  June  6,  2012,  4:30pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  TBD 

1 1 . Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  May  21, 2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

ii.  Commissioner  Huneeus  - Cannot  be  authorized 

iii.  Commissioner  Holloway  - Cannot  be  authorized 

iv.  Commissioner  Liang 

v.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 

vi.  Commissioner  Sun 

B.  Monday,  May  7,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

ii.  Commissioner  Liang 

C.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Liang 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 
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Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.oro1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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DOCUMENT B 

Full  Youth  Commission 
Monday,  June  4,  2012 


Request  for  Hearing 


120573  [Hearing  - SFUSD  Revenue  and  Additional  Support] 

Sponsor:  Mar 

Hearing  to  allocate  a portion  of  the  City's  recent  unexpected  revenue  to  support  the  SFUSD  and  to 
explore  other  ways  the  City  can  support  SFUSD  schools.  RECEIVED  AND  ASSIGNED  to  City 
and  School  District  Select  Committee. 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—11 


[Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide 
Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate  (AB  2547)] 

Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide 
office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate,  which,  as  laid  out  in  Assembly  Bill  2547,  would 
improve  coordination  of  services,  reduce  barriers  to  service  provision,  reduce 
expenditures  related  to  overlapping  services,  and  ensure  quality  of  services  provided. 

WHEREAS,  There  has  been  an  increase  in  homeless  youth  in  California,  there  has  not 
been  new  resources  dedicated  to  this  population  since  the  1980’s;  and 

WHEREAS,  Due  to  the  rise  in  foreclosures,  unemployment  and  other  factors, 
homelessness  is  on  the  rise  across  the  country;  and 

WHEREAS,  Nationally  there  are  between  1.6  and  2.1  million  youth  ages  12-24  who  are 
homeless  over  the  course  of  a year; 1 and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  an  estimated  12,000  to  15,000  homeless  youth  living  on  L.A. 
County  streets  and  another  10,000  living  in  the  Bay  Area;2  and 

WHEREAS,  In  Contra  Costa  County  there  was  a 37%  increase  in  youth  homelessness 
between  2010  and  201 1 ;3  and 


1 http://cahomelessvouth.libfarv.ca.gov/docs/pdf/A-QuickOverview-of-HY-inCA.pdf 

2 http://covenanthousecalifornia.org/statistics-pq.php 

3 http://newamericamedia.org/2011/10/vouth-homelessness-on-the-rise-in-richmond-ca.php 
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WHEREAS,  The  majority  of  these  youth  will  not  receive  access  to  housing  services 
because  of  a lack  of  funding;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  Los  Angeles  there  are  only  468  beds  that  are  suppose  to  serve  12,000 
to  15,000  youth  (2);  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  many  organizations  in  California  that  serve  homeless  youth, 
there  is  little  collaboration  between  nonprofits  and  government-funded  programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  creation  of  a statewide  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate,  as 
laid  out  in  AB  2547  (Blumenfield),  which  is  currently  being  considered  by  the  California  State 
Legislature,  would  improve  the  coordination  of  services  for  homeless  youth;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Office  Homeless  Youth  Advocate  would  also  save  the  state  money  by 
reducing  expenditures  related  to  overlapping  of  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Overall,  the  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  advocate  would  reduce  barriers 
to  service  and  ensure  that  more  homeless  youth  are  provided  with  quality  services  that  will 
greatly  improve  their  living  conditions  and  lives;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  Mayor  Lee  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  AB  2547  and  the  creation  of  a statewide  Office  of  the 
Homeless  Youth  Advocate. 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1 1 12—12 


[Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of 
required  LGBT  cultural  competency  trainings  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  (AB  1856)] 
Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to 
support  Assembly  Bill  1856,  which  would  require  caregivers  of  foster  youth  to  be 
trained  in  cultural  competency  and  best  practices  for  providing  adequate  care  for 
Lesbian  Gay  Bisexual  Transgender  Quefer  and  Questioning  LGBTQQ  youth. 

WHEREAS,  Lesbian  Gay  Bisexual  Transgender  Queer  and  Questioning  (LGBTQQ) 
youth  are  more  susceptible  to  harassment,  violence,  and  discrimination  than  their  straight 
counterparts  ; and, 

WHEREAS,  26%  of  LGBTQQ  youth  are  forced  to  leave  their  families  of  origin  as  a 
result  of  conflicts  with  their  parents  regarding  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender  identity.  Many 
of  these  LGBTQQ  youth  end  up  on  the  street,  but  some  go  to  foster  homes;1  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  very  few  studies  of  LGBTQQ  foster  youth,  but  one  study  in  New 
York  City  found  that:  100%  of  LGBTQQ  youth  in  New  York  City  group  homes  reported  that 
they  were  verbally  harassed  on  the  basis  of  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender  identity  while  at 
their  group  home,  70%  reported  physical  violence  due  to  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender 
identity;2  and 

WHEREAS,  78%  were  removed  or  ran  away  from  their  foster  placements  as  a result  of 


1 http://www.youthprideri.org/Resources/Statistics/tabid/227/Default.aspx 

2 http://www.youthprideri.org/Resources/Statistics/tabid/227/Default.aspx 
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FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—12 


hostility  toward  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender  identity.  56%  spent  time  living  on  the  streets 
because  they  felt  “safer”  there  than  they  did  living  in  their  group  or  foster  home;3  and 

WHEREAS,  78%  of  LGBTQ  foster  youth  don’t  feel  safe  in  their  group  homes  because 
of  their  gender  identity  and/or  sexual  orientation  (2);4'  and 

WHEREAS,  LGBTQQ  foster  youth  face  a great  deal  of  disadvantages,  under  the  law 
they  deserve  equal  access  to  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  AB  1865  (Ammiano),  which  is  currently  being  considered  by  the  California 
State  Legislature,  would  require  existing  training  programs  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  to 
include  cultural  competency  training  to  best  meet  the  needs  of  LGBTQQ  foster  youth;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  Mayor  Lee  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  AB  1865,  such  that  providers  of  foster  youth  can  be 
adequately  trained  to  meet  the  unique  needs  of  LGBTQQ  foster  youth. 


3 Ibid. 

4 Ibid. 
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FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—13 


[Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  ban  on  ineffective  and  harmful 
conversion  therapy  for  persons  under  18  (SB  1172)] 

Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  protect  lesbian,  gay, 
bisexual,  transgender,  queer,  or  questioning  (LGBTQQ)  youth  by  supporting  a 
California  ban  on  efforts  to  change  youth’s  sexual  orientation. 

WHEREAS,  Being  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  transgender,  queer,  or  questioning 
(LGBTQQ)  is  not  a disease,  a disorder,  illness,  deficiency,  or  shortcoming;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  major  professional  associations  of  mental  health  practitioners  and 
researchers  in  the  United  States  have  recognized  these  facts  for  nearly  40  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  a small  fraction  of  mental  health  professionals  that  practice 
conversion  therapy,  also  known  as  reparative  therapy  is  an  effort  to  change  one’s  sexual 
orientation  and/or  gender  identity  from  lesbian,  gay  bisexual,  transgender,  or  queer  into  a 
straight  and  gender  conforming  person;  and 

WHEREAS,  Conversion  therapy  is  not  a form  of  psychiatry  or  psychology  because  its 
origins  are  from  religious  ideology,  not  science;  and 

WHEREAS,  Telling  LGBTQQ  youth  at  such  a vulnerable  age  that  who  they  are  is  not 
acceptable  further  shames  and  dehumanizes  them  when  they  already  receive  that  message 
every  day  through  the  bullies  at  school  and  on  the  streets;  and 
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WHEREAS,  This  practice  uses  one  interpretation  of  the  Bible  to  tell  youth  that  they  are 
unnatural,  an  abomination,  and  deserving  of  death;  and 

WHEREAS,  Conversion  therapy  by  definition  is  an  attempt  to  forcefully  change 
people's  naturally  occurring  sexual  orientation  and  gender  identity  and  replace  it  with  a 
straight  orientation;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  the  past  40  years  "reparative  therapists"  have  not  produced  any 
rigorous  scientific  research  to  substantiate  their  claims  of  cure;  and 

WHEREAS,  "Not  only  is  homosexuality  ‘not  a choice,’  as  most  efforts  to  try  and  change 
a person's  sexual  orientation  fail,  but  some  attempts  to  change  can  cause  harm  and  damage 
to  an  individual’s  well-being,"  as  Dr.  Jack  Drescher,  MD,  a Distinguished  Fellow  of  the 
American  Psychiatric  Association  and  a member  of  the  DSM-5  Workgroup  on  Sexual  and 
Gender  Identity  Disorders,  has  said;  and 

WHEREAS,  Conversion  therapy  is  routinely  forced  on  young  people  without  their 
consent;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  same  groups  of  people  who  support  psychiatric  conversion  therapy 
have  historically  used  other  shockingly  dangerous  practices  in  an  attempt  to  change  people’s 
sexual  orientation  and  gender  identity,  including,  for  example,  aversion  therapy  (shocking 
people  with  electricity  while  showing  gay  images),  lobotomies,  torture,  and  rape;  and 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—13 


WHEREAS,  The  American  Psychological  Association  convened  a Task  Force  on 
Appropriate  Therapeutic  Responses  to  Sexual  Orientation  and  concluded  that  “Sexual 
orientation  change  efforts  can  pose  critical  health  risks  to  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual  [transgender, 
queer,  and  questioning]  people  including  confusion,  depression,  guilt,  helplessness, 
hopelessness,  shame,  social  withdrawal,  suicidality,  substance  abuse,  stress,  disappointment, 
self-blame,  decreased  self  esteem  and  authenticity  to  others,  increased  self-hatred,  hostility 
and  blame  toward  parents,  feelings  of  anger  and  betrayal,  loss  of  friends  and  potential 
romantic  partners,  problems  in  sexual  and  emotional  intimacy,  sexual  dysfunction,  high-risk 
sexual  behaviors,  a feeling  of  being  dehumanized  and  untrue  to  self,  a loss  of  faith,  and  a 
sense  of  wasted  time  and  resources;”  and 

WHEREAS,  Every  major  medical  and  psychiatric  association  has  come  out  stating  that 
sexual  orientation  and  gender  identity  cannot  be  changed  including  the  American  Academy  of 
Pediatrics,  American  Counseling  Association,  American  Federation  of  Teachers,  American 
Psychological  Association,  The  Interfaith  Alliance,  National  Association  of  School 
Psychologists,  National  Association  of  Social  Workers,  National  Association  of  Secondary 
School  Principals,  and  the  National  Education  Association;  and 

WHEREAS,  Many  of  the  biggest  supporters  of  conversion  therapy  have  since  come  out 
saying  that  this  therapy  is  harmful  and  ineffective;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  founders  and  leaders  of  Exodus  International,  the  largest  conversion 
therapy  organization,  have  issued  a formal  apology  explaining  that  efforts  to  change  sexual 
orientation  are  ineffective  (all  the  leaders  have  since  come  out  as  gay),  and  dangerous;  and 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—13 


WHEREAS,  The  father  of  modern  psychiatry,  Robert  L.  Spitzer,  whose  work  has  been 
used  to  support  conversion  therapy,  recently  came  out  as  saying  he  made  a grave  mistake  in 
supporting  this  harmful  practice;  and 

WHEREAS,  California  Senate  Bill  1172  (Lieu)  would  protect  LGBTQQ  youth  from  this 
dangerous  and  ineffective  treatment  by  banning  the  sexual  orientation  change  efforts  on 
persons  under  18;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  strongly  urges  the  Mayor  and 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  protect  LGBTQQ  youth  by  supporting  SB1 172,  banning  conversion 
therapy  for  youth  and  be  it  further;  and  be  it 

FINALLY  RESOLVED,  That,  in  the  event  that  SB1172  does  not  pass  statewide,  the 
San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  encourages  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  craft  a similar 
ordinance  banning  so  called  conversion  therapy  in  youth,  and  creating  a disclaimer  adults 
must  read  and  sign  before  seeking  this  harmful  treatment. 
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Vmment  ? 

RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—14 


[Calling  on  the  City  to  Set  Limits  to  the  Number  of  Tobacco  Retail  Permits  in  All  Supervisorial 
Districts] 

Resolution  Calling  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  set  limits  to  the 
number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  in  all  Supervisorial  Districts 

WHEREAS,  Evidence  shows  that  greater  exposure  to  stores  that  sell  tobacco  is 
strongly  linked  to  higher  smoking  rates  and  tobacco-related  harms;1  and 

WHEREAS,  The  costs  of  tobacco-related  disease  and  death  are  close  to  $500  million 
each  year  for  San  Francisco;2 

WHEREAS,  Higher  tobacco  retail  density  encourages  smoking  by  making  cigarettes 
more  accessible  and  available,  by  normalizing  tobacco  use,  and  through  increasing 
environmental  cues  to  smoke;3 


1 See  Novak,  S.  P.,  Reardon,  S.F.,  Raudenbush,  S.  W.,  & Buka,  S.  L.  (2006).  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and 
youth  cigarette  smoking:  a propensity  modeling  approach.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health,  96,  670-676; 
Chuang,  J-C.,  Cubbin,  C.,  Ahn,  D.,  & Winkleby,  M.  A.  (2005).  Effects  of  neighbourhood  socioeconomic  status 
and  convenience  store  concentration  on  individual  level  smoking,  Journal  of  Epidemiology  and  Community 
Health,  59,  568-573;  Henriksen,  L,  Feighery,  E.  C.,  Schleicher,  N.  C.,  Cowling,  D.  W.,  Kline,  R.  S.,  & 

Fortmann,  S.  P.  (2008).  Is  adolescent  smoking  related  to  the  density  and  proximity  of  tobacco  outlets  and  retail 
cigarette  advertising  near  schools?  Preventive  Medicine,  47,  210-214.;  and  Leatherdale,  S.  T,  & Strath,  J.M. 
(2007).  Tobacco  Retailer  Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Cigarette  Access  Behaviors  Among  Underage 
Smoking  Students.  Annals  of  Behavioral  Medicine,  33(1),  105-111.  Chapman  S,  Freeman  B:  Regulating  the 
tobacco  retail  environment:  beyond  reducing  sales  to  minors.  Tob  Control  2009.  18(6):  496-501. 

2 In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to  be  $475  per  resident  or  $3,331  per 
smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly  $15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs.  (Max,  W , Rice  D.  P.,  Zhang,  X.,  Sung  H-Y,  & 
Miller,  L.  (2002).  The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of  Health 
Services.]  In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to  be  $475  per  resident  or  $3,331 
per  smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly  $15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs  (1999  dollars).  Max  W,  Rice  DP,  Zhang  X, 
Sung  H-Y,  Miller  L.  The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of  Health 
Services,  2002.  Those  same  costs  in  2008  would  be  $690  per  resident  or  $4,924  per  smoker. 

3 

Henriksen  L et  al.  2008.  See  also  Chapman  S and  Freeman  B:  Regulating  the  tobacco  retail  environment,  beyond  reducing  sales  to 
minors.  Tob  Control  2009. 18(6):  496-501.  See  also  Chuang,  J.  et  al.  2005,  and  Novak  et  al  2006. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—14 


WHEREAS,  Higher  exposure  to  tobacco  products  results  in  increased  youth  smoking 
rates;4  and 

WHEREAS,  Research  shows  that  the  greater  the  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets,  the 
more  likely  a neighborhood  is  at  risk  for  tobacco  related  death  and  disease,  specifically  low- 
income  communities;5  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  residents  are  not  impacted  equally  by  exposure  to  tobacco 
retail  outlets;  and 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  most  disadvantaged  neighborhoods  are 
disproportionately  impacted  by  high  tobacco  retail  density.  The  six  supervisorial  districts  with 
the  highest  proportions  of  tobacco  retail  by  population  (3,  5,  6,  9,  10,  and  11)  also  have  the 
lowest  median  household  incomes  in  the  city.  African  American  and  Latino  residents  are  more 
likely  to  live  in  districts  with  the  highest 
number  of  outlets;6 

WHEREAS,  Youth  continue  to  have  ready  access  to  tobacco  in  San  Francisco,  and  the 
most  recent  California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  data  of  the  SFUSD  revealed  that  51%  of  9th 
graders  thought  it  was  “fairly  easy”  or  “very  easy”  to  obtain  cigarettes;7  and 


4 Novak,  et  al.  2006. 

5 Chuang,  Et  al.  2005. 

6 “San  Francisco  Socio-Economic  Profile,  2005-2009  American  Community  Survey”,  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department;  Office  of  the  Treasurer-Tax  Collector,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  San  Francisco  Department 
of  Public  Health,  Tobacco  Free  Project. 

7 Wested.  (n.d.).  California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  San  Francisco  County  Main  Technical  Report  Report  2010-11 1 
Retrieved  on  April  18,  2012  http://chks.wested.org/reports/search. 


Commissioner  LaCroix 

SAN  FRANCISCO  YOUTH  COMMISSION 


Page  2 
6/1/2012 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—14 


WHEREAS,  A recent  California  study  shows  that  student-smoking  rates  are  higher  for 
schools  that  had  tobacco  outlets  within  a thousand  feet  of  the  school;8  and 

WHEREAS,  In  San  Francisco  over  60%  of  tobacco  retail  outlets  are  within  a thousand 
feet  of  schools;9  and 

WHEREAS,  Reducing  the  concentration  of  tobacco  outlets  with  permits  to  sell  tobacco, 
particularly  in  more  vulnerable  communities,  can  reduce  smoking  rates  and  decrease  tobacco 
related  harms;10  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Institute  of  Medicine — the  US’  premier  advisory  body  on  health 
policy — recommends  regulations  to  reduce  the  number  and  density  of  tobacco  outlets  to 
reduce  tobacco-related  disease  and  death;11  and 

WHEREAS,  Amending  and  adding  to  Article  19  in  the  San  Francisco  City  and  County 
Health  Code  to  limit  the  number  of  tobacco  permits  available  to  a supervisorial  district  to  5 for 


8 See  Leatherdale,  S.  T,  & Strath,  J.M.  (2007).  Tobacco  Retailer  Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Cigarette 
Access  Behaviors  Among  Underage  Smoking  Students.  Annals  of  Behavioral  Medicine,  33(1),  105-111;  and 
Henrikesen,  L et  al  2008. 

9 “Supervisory  and  Planning  Districts  and  Schools,  Tobacco  Outlet  counts  in  San  Francisco".  S.F.  Dept,  of  Public 
Health,  2011. 

10  S.  P.,  Reardon,  S.F.,  Raudenbush,  S.  W.,  & Buka,  S.  L.  (2006).  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and  youth 
cigarette  smoking:  a propensity  modeling  approach.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health,  96,  670-676;  Henriksen, 
L,  Feighery,  E.  C.,  Schleicher,  N.  C.,  Cowling,  D.  W.,  Kline,  R.  S.,  & Fortmann,  S.  P.  (2008).  Is  adolescent 
smoking  related  to  the  density  and  proximity  of  tobacco  outlets  and  retail  cigarette  advertising  near  schools? 
Preventive  Medicine,  47,  210-214.;  Chan,  Wing  C.,  and  Scott  T.  Leatherdale.  (2011).Tobacco  Retailer  Density 
Surrounding  Schools  and  Youth  Smoking  Behaviour:  A Multi-level  Analysis.  Tobacco  Induced  Diseases  9.1,  9.; 
Lipperman-Kreda,  Ph.D.,  Sharon,  Joel  W.  Grube,  Ph.D.,  and  Karen  B.  Friend,  Ph.D.  (2011)  Local  Tobacco 
Policy  and  Tobacco  Outlet  Density:  Associations  With  Youth  Smoking.  Journal  of  Adolescent  Health. 

11  Institute  of  Medicine  (IOM).  Ending  the  Tobacco  Problem:  A Blueprint  for  the  Nation.  Washington  DC:  National 
Academies  Press.  2007. 
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RESOLUTION  NO  1112—14 


each  10,000  residents  in  that  district  will  significantly  limit  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets  and 
reduce  harms  to  youth  and  community  residents  in  all  San  Francisco  Districts, 

RESOLVED,  in  order  to  protect  the  health  of  all  San  Francisco  residents  the  San 
Francisco  Youth  Commission  supports  in  concept  reducing  the  disproportionate  exposure  of 
tobacco  caused  by  higher  tobacco  density  in  areas  with  high  numbers  of  people  of  color,  low 
income  residents,  and  youth  by  setting  a limit  on  the  number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  that 
applies  to  all  supervisorial  districts. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes 
Monday,  June  4,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Pi. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JUN  1 5 2012 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Chairwoman  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:15  pm. 

Commissioners  present:  Jonathan  Baer,  Angel  Carrion,  Betty  Huey,  Antonia  Huneeus, 
Javonte  Holloway  (arrived  at  5:18pm),  Leah  LaCroix,  Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia 
Tu  Mutch,  Rene  Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun,  Happy  (Huimin) 
Yang.  Commissioners  absent:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin.  There  was 
quorum.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to 
the  meeting  of  Monday,  May  21,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 


5.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  File  no.  120573]  Hearing  — SFUSD  Revenue  and  Additional  Support 
Sponsor  and  presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Eric  Mar 
Document  B 
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This  item  was  continued  to  the  next  Youth  Commission  meeting  of  Monday,  June  18, 

2012, 

6.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Youth  Commission  Budget  Priorities  for  FYs  12-13  & 13-14  in  the  context  of  Mayor  Lee’s 
proposed  budget  & upcoming  Board  of  Supervisors  action 

Mr.  Yedidia,  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  started  the  legislative  update  by  giving  a 
quick  overview  of  Mayor  Ed  Lee’s  proposed  budget,  and  spoke  about  the  Commission’s 
budget  priorities  in  the  context  of  the  proposed  budget.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  will  be 
holding  hearings  on  the  Mayor's  proposed  budgets  and  might  be  making  modest 
changes  to  the  budget.  These  hearings  will  be  an  opportunity  for  members  of  the  public, 
community  organizations,  and  the  Youth  Commission,  to  speak  and  make  an  impact  on 
the  City’s  budget. 

B.  Free  MUNI  for  Youth 

Mr.  Yedidia  updated  commissioners  on  the  status  of  free  MUNI  for  low  income  youth. 

The  coalition  has  identified  almost  half  of  the  funding  for  the  pilot  program.  In  June,  there 
will  be  two  important  meetings  at  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC), 
where  funds  for  the  pilot  program  will  be  considered.  Youth  Commission  staff  will  be 
meeting  youth  on  the  Polk  St.  steps  of  City  Hall  at  8:30AM  on  June  13th  and  June  27th, 
before  taking  the  BART  to  the  MTC  meeting  in  Oakland.  The  following  commissioners 
volunteered  to  attend  the  June  13th  MTC  meeting:  Commissioners  Shackelford,  Tu 
Mutch,  Holloway,  Persky,  Baer,  Yang,  LaCroix,  and  Ontiveros.  The  following 
commissioners  volunteered  to  attend  the  June  27th  MTC  meeting:  Commissioners 
Persky  and  LaCroix. 

C.  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall 

After  much  work  on  the  issue  of  recreation  access  for  detained  youth  at  Juvenile  Hall, 
the  Youth  Commission  has  finally  obtained  the  estimated  capital  costs  for  this  Youth 
Commission  priority.  The  department  estimated  that  it  would  cost  about  $120,000- 
$300,000.  Mr.  Yedidia  noted  that  the  Department  did  not  include  the  issue  of  recreation 
access  as  a capital  priority. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  from  the  Community  Youth  Center’s  Bayview  Youth  Advocates 
Presenters:  Bayview  Youth  Advocates 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  welcomed  Eddy  Zheng  and  the  Community  Youth  Center’s 
Bayview  Youth  Advocates  to  the  Youth  Commission  meeting,  and  thanked  them  for  their 
work  and  time. 

The  Community  Youth  Center’s  Bayview  Youth  Advocates  (CYC  BYA)  then  started  their 
presentation  by  giving  an  introduction  on  their  work,  their  goals,  and  mission.  The 
mission  of  the  CYC  BYA  is  to  work  on  issues  that  negatively  affect  youth  in  the  Bayview 
neighborhood,  particularly  issues  around  gang  violence  and  drug  abuse.  The  CYC 
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BYA’s  then  gave  a detailed  overview  of  their  work  throughput  the  year,  including 
participating  in  multiple  youth  advocacy  work,  working  on  their  own  CYC  BYA  pledge, 
collecting  signatures  to  support  their  pledge,  putting  on  the  Bayview  Youth  Summit, 
facilitating  workshops  around  violence  and  drug  abuse,  supporting  the  Quesada 
gardens,  and  meeting  with  Supervisor  Malia  Cohen. 

Mr.  Zheng,  community  advocate  and  CYC  staff,  then  expressed  his  gratitude  to  the 
Youth  Commission.  He  urged  the  commissioners  to  continue  to  collaborate  with  youth 
empowerment  programs  such  as  CYC  BYA. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  LaCroix  and  Ontiveros  commended  CYC  BYA  for  their  hard  work. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Mr.  Zheng  informed  the  commissioners  that  the  CYC  BYA  program  will  close  at  the  end 
of  June.  Currently,  he  is  working  on  looking  for  more  funding  for  youth  empowerment 
programs  in  the  Bayview.  The  CYC  BYA  group  will  head  to  Sacramento  next  week  to 
participate  in  a day  of  advocacy,  while  dropping  off  their  pledge  cards,  raising  awareness 
around  issues  in  the  Bayview,  and  end  the  month  with  a program  graduation. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — AL1 1 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate  (AB 
2547) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  C 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  provided  some  background  information  on  her  interest  in 
Assembly  Bill  2547;  and  then  read  her  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  Baer  and  Carrion  asked  clarifying  questions.  Commissioners 
Shackelford  and  Ontiveros  made  suggestions. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  thanked  her  peers  for  their  suggestions  and  recommendations. 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  felt  it  was  important  to  have  a designated  office  to  coordinate 
and  provide  housing  for  homeless  youth. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — AL12 — Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  required  LGBT  cultural  competency 
trainings  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  (AB  1856) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  D 
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Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record.  Commissioner  Tu 
Mutch  then  provided  more  background  information  on  the  significance  of  having  foster 
care  providers  trained  on  LGBTQ  youth  cultural  competency,  as  there  are  a lot  of 
LGBTQ  youth  in  the  foster  care  system.  She  felt  it  would  make  the  foster  care  system  a 
safer  place  for  LGBTQ  youth. 

Commissioner  Baer  and  Holloway  provided  some  feedback  and  asked  clarifying 
questions. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1112— AL 13— Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  support  the  ban  on  ineffective  and  harmful  conversion  therapy  for 
persons  under  18  (SB  1172) 

Sponsor  and  presenter.  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  E 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  provided  contextual  information  to  this  resolution,  explaining 
the  definition  of  “conversion  therapy”,  and  spoke  briefly  about  her  personal  experience 
with  the  conversion  therapy.  She  stated  that  Senate  Bill  1172  would  not  affect  anyone 
over  the  age  of  1 8 who  wished  to  voluntarily  undergo  the  conversion  therapy;  rather  the 
bill  would  strictly  prohibit  only  mental  health  specialists  from  practicing  this  therapy  to 
persons  under  the  age  of  18. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  Carrion,  Baer,  Ontiveros,  and  LaCroix  asked  clarifying  questions  about 
the  specific  language  in  the  resolution,  which  addressed  religion  and  the  Bible. 
Commissioners  Baer,  Ontiveros,  and  LaCroix  suggested  that  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 
use  additional  foot  notes  and  citations  in  the  resolution,  as  well  as  take  out  the  phrase 
“deserving  of  death”  on  page  2,  line  2. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  shared  that  it  was  important  to  show  what  some  major  religious 
leaders  are  saying  in  the  media.  She  added  the  clause  to  the  resolution  to  specifically 
point  out  what  supporters  of  conversion  therapy  are  saying  in  their  messaging. 
Commissioner  Shackelford  shared  with  the  commission  that  she  felt  it  was  appropriate 
for  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  to  add  that  clause  into  the  resolution.  Commissioners 
continued  to  discuss  the  appropriateness  of  the  language  of  the  clause.  Commissioner 
Shackelford  suggested  that  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  could  add  the  line,  “inappropriate 
for  mental  health  professionals  to  base  their  work  on  the  interpretations  of  passages  in 
the  bible”.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  stated  she  would  consider  her  peers  suggestions. 

Public  Comment; 

An  intern  at  the  San  Francisco  Human  Rights  Commission  commended  Commissioner 
Tu  Mutch  on  her  work  in  bringing  LGBTQQ  work  to  the  fore  front  of  youth  issues.  She 
spoke  about  her  personal  experiences  of  being  discriminated  against  for  her  identity  as  a 
lesbian.  The  Senate  Bill  would  be  working  to  ban  the  harmful  practice  of  forcing  persons 
under  the  age  of  18  to  undergo  conversion  therapy.  The  underlying  issue  of  forcing 
someone  to  undergo  this  therapy  is  the  implication  that  something  is  inherently  wrong 


with  the  person.  It  is  a different  thing  for  an  adult  to  willfully  sign  up  for  this  conversion 
therapy,  but  it  is  a very  different  thing  for  a minor  to  be  forced  to  undergo  this  therapy 
She  reminded  commissioners  of  the  significance  of  sharing  a respectful  discussion 
about  this  issue  and  noted  that  no  matter  what  the  commission  decides  on,  the  fate  of 
this  Senate  Bill  would  not  be  up  to  them.  She  urged  commissioners  to  think  about  their 
role  in  promoting  equality  and  respectful  dialogue  for  marginalized  communities,  despite 
ones’  creed,  sexual  orientation,  racial  background,  etc.  She  thanked  Commissioner  Tu 
Mutch  again  for  her  tremendous  work  on  LGBTQ  rights. 

D.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1112— AL14 — Calling  on  the  City  to  Set  Limits  to  the  Number 
of  Tobacco  Retail  Permits  in  All  Supervisorial  Districts 
Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Leah  LaCroix 
Document  F 

Commissioner  LaCroix  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  suggested  that  Commissioner  LaCroix  add  a line  recognizing 
the  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force  (TURF)’s  and  its  youth  advocates  work  on  this  issue. 
LaCroix  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

9.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Mr.  Yedidia  quickly  updated  the  Commission  on  the  following  items:  the  last  regularly 
scheduled,  full  Youth  Commission  meeting  takes  place  on  June  18',h1  2012.  Everyone  is  still 
technically  a Youth  Commissioner  until  August  23,  2012,  when  new  commissioners  will  be 
sworn  in.  Even  though  there  were  no  meetings  scheduled  for  the  month  of  July, 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  has  the  power  to  call  special  meetings  over  the  summer,  should  any 
pressing  issues  come  up.  Youth  Commission  staff  has  not  heard  from  all  Supervisors  on 
their  new  Youth  Commission  appointments  yet.  The  Mayor  will  be  waiting  until  at  least  the 
month  of  July  to  make  his  appointments  to  the  Youth  Commission. 

Public  Comment: 

Sharen  Hewitt,  Executive  Director  of  the  Community  Leadership  Academy  & Emergency 
Response  Project,  commended  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  tremendous  work  as  an  ally 
and  support  to  the  vulnerable  communities  of  San  Francisco.  She  asked  commissioners  to 
continue  working  on  the  negative  impacts  of  violence  in  disadvantaged  communities.  She 
asked  commissioners  to  be  thoughtful  in  their  work  as  advocates  and  advisors. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting;  Wednesday,  June  13,  2012,  4:00-6:00pm,  City  Hall 
room  345A 

Commissioner  Yang  shared  with  her  peers  that  the  Executive  Committee  will  be 
planning  a dinner  after  the  last  full  youth  Commission  meeting  this  month.  Commissioner 
LaCroix  shared  that  she  had  recently  attended  an  event  put  on  by  the  Department  on  the 
Status  of  Women,  and  had  put  in  a request  to  receive  a report  on  issues  affecting  young 
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women. 


B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  the  committee  met  recently  and  will  be  shifting  their 
focus  to  researching  the  best  practices  for  recreation  activities,  so  as  to  provide  more 
meaningful  activities  when  detained  youth  are  given  access  to  the  recreation  area  at 
Juvenile  Hall. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Yang  spoke  about  her  brief  work  with  committee  member  Jose  Luis 
Mejia,  where  the  two  are  trying  to  set  up  a meeting  with  her  appointing  official,  to  discuss 
undocumented  youth. 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  June  6,  2012,  4:30pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Baer  shared  that  the  committee  would  be  talking  about  free  MUNI  for 
youth  soon. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  TBD 

Commissioner  Persky  shared  that  he  was  still  interested  in  looking  into  the  accessibility 
of  work  permits  for  the  projected  increase  in  number  of  youth  working  this  summer. 

Public  Comment: 

Ms.  Sharen  Hewitt,  asked  Commissioner  Persky  to  be  mindful  about  public  safety  issues 
for  those  youth  who  would  be  seeking  jobs  this  summer,  but  are  unable  to  work  in 
specific  neighborhoods  in  San  Francisco.  Ms.  Hewitt  then  asked  all  commissioners  to 
always  be  mindful  of  public  safety  issues  when  they  work  on  issues. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  shared  that  the  committee  will  also  be  going  back  to  working 
on  Youth  Involvement  Plans.  Shackelford  explained  that  the  committee  will  be  taking 
some  time  to  research  examples  of  models  of  such  plans,  and  look  into  how  to  work  the 
Office  of  Economic  Workforce  Development  in  this. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

This  item  was  tabled,  as  Commissioner  Armstrong  was  absent  from  this  meeting. 


ii.  Commissioner  Huneeus  - Cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  Huneeus  apologized  for  this  absence.  She  was  out  of  town  with  her 
family. 
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iii.  Commissioner  Holloway  - Cannot  be  authorized 
Commissioner  Holloway  explained  that  he  was  late  to  this  meeting. 

iv.  Commissioner  Liang 

Commissioner  Liang  apologized  for  this  absence.  It  was  during  Seniors  week  at  her 
school,  and  there  was  a Senior  Picnic  event  on  this  date.  Commissioner  Ontiveros, 
seconded  by  Commissioner  Shackelford,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion 
was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation, 

v.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  apologized  for  this  absence.  She  was  really  sick  during  finals 
week  at  City  College,  and  was  unable  to  attend.  Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by 
Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 

vi.  Commissioner  Sun 

Commissioner  Sun  explained  that  was  she  was  at  the  same  Senior  Picnic  as 
Commissioner  Liang,  and  was  unable  to  attend  the  YC  meeting.  Commissioner 
Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence. 
This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Monday,  May  7,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Huneeus 

Commissioner  Huneeus  apologized  for  being  tardy  to  this  meeting.  Commissioner 
Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Liang,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This 
motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

ii.  Commissioner  Liang 

Commissioner  Liang  explained  that  this  was  during  the  week  of  her  finals  and  AP  tests, 
and  she  had  to  stay  home  to  study.  Commissioner  Baer,  seconded  by  Commissioner 
Holloway,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 


C.  Monday,  April  2,  2012 
i.  Commissioner  Liang 

Commissioner  Liang  explained  that  she  was  sick  on  this  date  and  was  unable  to  notify 
staff  before  hand  of  her  absence.  She  did  not  ask  for  this  absence  to  be  authorized. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Holloway  thanked  all  high  school  graduates  who  come  from  low  income 
communities  and  public  housing.  There  was  going  to  be  an  event  where  these  youth  would 
be  honored  by  the  Mayor  and  some  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Holloway  would 
follow  up  with  his  peers  on  more  info  about  this  event. 
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Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  informed  her  peers  on  the  commission  that  June  is  PRIDE  month. 
During  PRIDE  week,  June  23rd  to  June  25th,  LYRIC  will  be  hosting  hang  out  activities  for 
youth  from  4-7  pm.  There  will  be  snacks,  movies,  and  different  events.  LYRIC  is  located  at 
127  Collingwood  Dr.,  in  the  Castro  neighborhood. 

Ms.  Sharon  Hewitt  invited  Youth  Commissioners  to  attend  an  upcoming  Juneteenth  (June 
1 9th)  event  in  District  5,  a major  historical  celebration  in  the  African  American  community. 
Ms.  Hewitt  also  shared  that  Juneteenth  is  also  her  birthday. 


13.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:54pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfQov.orQ 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
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that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario,vedidia@sfaov-oral  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  June  18,  2012 
5:15-8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PL 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Cal! 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  June  4 th,  2012 
(Document  A) 

B.  May  7th,  2012 
(Document  B) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only)  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

A.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (BOS) 

i)  Free  MUNI  for  Low-Income  Youth 

ii)  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall 

iii)  Global  Overview  of  FY  11-12  legislation  to-date:  10  resolution  adopted  (not 
including  5 calendared  for  today);  6 prompting  BOS  action,  2 prompting  Mayor's 
Office  action,  1 at  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors,  plus 
historic  connection  with  Police  Commission) 

B.  Youth  Commission  Program  Updates  & Reminders 

i)  Calendaring  Special  Meeting  for  July:  under  Chapter  12N  of  the  Administrative 
Code,  approval  of  Department  of  Public  Health  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual, 
Transgender,  Queer  and  Questioning  (LGBTQ)  youth  sensitivity  training; 
“comment  and  recommendation”  on  proposed  Housing  Trust  Fund  legislation 

ii)  Summer  Learning  Day:  Thursday,  June  21,  2012  @ 1 1 :30am  (City  Hall,  Polk  St. 
Steps) 

iii)  Youth  Commission  Committees  and  Full  Commission  will  stay  active  through  the 
Summer 

iv)  Introduction  of  Summer  2012  YouthWorks  Interns  Michelle  Kong  & Simon  Li 

6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JUN  1 5 2012 
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A.  [BOS  File  no.  120573]  Hearing  — SFUSD  Revenue  and  Additional  Support 
Sponsor  and  presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Eric  Mar 
Document  C 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women-authored  report  entitled  An  Update 
on  Girls  in  San  Francisco:  A Decade  of  Success  and  Challenge 
Presenter:  Staff,  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women 
(Document  D) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 12 — AL1 1 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth 
Advocate  (AB  2547) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  E 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — AL1 2— Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  required  LGBT  cultural  competency 
trainings  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  (AB  1856) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  F 

C.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 12— AL 13— Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  support  the  ban  on  ineffective  and  harmful  conversion  therapy  for 
persons  under  18  (SB  1172) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  G 

D.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1112 — AL14 — Calling  on  the  City  to  Set  Limits  to  the 
Number  of  Tobacco  Retail  Permits  in  All  Supervisorial  Districts 

Sponsor  and  presenter  Commissioner  Leah  LaCroix 
Document  H 

E.  Youth  Leadership  Evaluation 
Document  J 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  June  20,  2012,  4:30pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  TBD 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 


A.  Monday,  June  4,  2012 


i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

ii.  Commissioner  Bonner  - 

iii.  Commissioner  Brodwin-  Cannot  be  authorized 

iv.  Commissioner  Holloway 

B.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodiett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfaov.org 

www.sfaov,  ora/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodiett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
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6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orQl  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Executive  Summary 

This  report  follows  up  on  A Report  on  Girls  in  San  Francisco,  Benchmarks  for  the  Future 
(2003).  It  looks  at  emerging  trends  in  the  lives  of  girls  today  and  reexamines  key  findings. 
Using  the  2003  Girls  Report  as  a baseline,  we  have  seen  many  improvements  in  the  lives 
of  youth  in  San  Francisco,  especially  for  girls,  over  the  past  decade.  Yet  disturbing  trends 
remain  that  demand  attention  and  redoubled  efforts  in  order  to  ensure  positive  change 
over  the  next  decade. 

For  this  update,  the  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women  relied  on  existing  research  from 
local,  state,  and  national  sources.  The  Update  on  Girls  in  San  Francisco  focuses  on  a few 
key  areas  in  young  people's  lives,  based  on  core  principles  of  the  UN  Convention  on  the 
Elimination  of  All  Forms  of  Discrimination  Against  Women  (CEDAW)— the  right  to  health, 
the  right  to  live  a life  free  of  violence,  and  the  right  to  education.1  Below  are  highlights . 
from  each  section. 

Demographics 

In  the  past  10  years,  the  San  Francisco  girl  population  has  been  shrinking,  especially 
among  African  American  girls,  which  were  only  7%  of  the  total  girl  population  in  2010.  Yet 
African  American  girls  continue  to  make  up  more  than  half  of  all  girls  in  foster  care  and  in 
the  juvenile  justice  system,  respectively.  Hispanic/Latina  representation  in  foster  care  and 
the  juvenile  justice  system  has  also  increased  in  the  past  decade.  A review  of  practices  is 
needed  as  to  why  these  two  populations  continue  to  be  overrepresented  in  these  two 
systems. 

Health 

We  have  seen  a dramatic  51%  decrease  In  teen  pregnancy  from  2000  to  2010.  Both 
Hispanic/Latina  (52%)  and  African  American  girls  (26%)  continue  to  have  high  pregnancy 
rates.  STDs  have  also  remained  consistently  high  for  girls.  The  percent  of  girls  and  boys  in 
5th,  7th,  and  9th  grades  who  are  not  physically  fit  has  increased  by  at  least  10%  over  the 
past  10  years.  In  2009, 19%  of  San  Francisco  public  high  school  girls  were  overweight,  yet 
37%,  almost  double,  considered  themselves  overweight,  and  almost  60%  were  trying  to 
lose  weight.  This  trend  was  not  true  for  boys.  The  continued  trend  of  girls  trying  to  lose 
weight  even  when  they  are  not  overweight  is  unhealthy  and  can  be  tied  to  the  media's 
obsession  with  body  image.  Media  literacy  groups  working  to  dispel  myths  and  encourage 
healthy  self-image,  such  as  MissRepresentation.org  and  About  Face,  should  be  supported. 


1 In  1998,  San  Francisco  became  the  first  city  in  the  world  to  enact  a local  ordinance  reflecting  the  principles 
of  CEDAW,  a UN  bill  of  rights  for  women  that  has  been  adopted  by  187  countries,  with  the  notable 
exception  of  the  United  States. 
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Safety 

Compared  to  10  years  ago,  fewer  girls  are  in  physical  fights  at  school  or  skip  school 
because  they  feel  unsafe,  yet  these  issues  continue  to  be  important,  especially  among 
Hispanic/Latina  girls,  who  experienced  bullying  and  violence  at  school  at  higher  rates  than 
girls  in  general.  In  2009, 10%  of  all  girls  andl5%  of  Hispanic/Latina  girls  reported  having 
experienced  violence  on  school  grounds.  The  rate  of  girls  experiencing  dating  violence 
and  rape  remains  unacceptably  high  at  7%.  Girls'  services  in  this  area  should  be 
reexamined  to  see  what  is  working  best  or  what  other  practices  are  needed  to  address 
these  concerns. 

Education 

San  Francisco  girls'  enrollment  in  science,  technology,  engineering,  and  mathematics 
(STEM)  classes  has  remained  low  and  declined  precipitously  over  the  past  decade. 
Enrollment  in  Computer  Science  classes  has  dropped  the  most  dramatically.  The  total 
student  enrollment  in  Computer  Education  classes  in  San  Francisco  public  schools 
dropped  72%  from  2000  to  2010.  For  girls  alone,  the  drop  was  77%.  A focus  on  what 
strategies  work  to  both  attract  girls  of  all  racial  and  ethnic  backgrounds  to  take  technology 
and  other  STEM  classes,  and  how  to  help  them  succeed  in  these  subjects  is  critical  to  the 
future  success  of  girls  in  this  field.  The  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  with  the 
support  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  should  create  a new  STEM  partnership 
with  San  Francisco  and  Silicon  Valley  companies  to  improve  this  situation.  Future 
economic  development  packages  should  include  an  investment  in  STEM  education  with  a 
focus  on  the  participation  of  girls  in  San  Francisco. 


2 Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YR8SS - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  35,"  page  55. 

3 Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Tabie  91,"  page  128. 
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Conclusion 


This  Update  on  Girls  in  San  Francisco:  A Decade  of  Success  and  Challenges  is  only  part  of 
the  steps  necessary  to  improve  the  lives  of  young  people.  We  welcome  further  insights 
and  research,  and  look  to  community  partners,  educators,  researchers,  and  policy  makers 
to  help  change  the  course  for  the  next  generation  of  girls  in  San  Francisco. 


4 California  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest,  "Course  Enrollments  by  County  (2000-01)."  and 
Department  of  Education,  DataQuest,  "Course  Enrollments  by  County  (2010-01)." 
<http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.  asp?level=County&subject=Course&submitl=Submit> 
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Introduction 


Report  on  Girls  in  San  Francisco 

In  2003,  the  Commission  and  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women  published  A Report  on 
Girls  in  San  Francisco:  Benchmarks  for  the  Future.  The  report  included  information  on 
economics,  education,  health,  safety  and  violence,  and  criminal  justice  among  girls  in  San 
Francisco.  The  publication  created  a set  of  benchmarks  that  could  be  used  as  a point  of 
comparison  in  future  studies.  Disaggregated  data  was  also  collected  based  on  the  San 
Francisco  CEDAW  Ordinance,  a human  rights  treaty  for  women  and  girls,  which  urges  the 
collection  of  demographic  information  based  on  sex,  race,  and  other  identities,  such  as 
immigration  status,  language,  sexual  orientation,  disabilities,  and  age.5 

There  were  many  challenges  to  collecting  information  for  the  first  publication  due  to 
many  institutions  not  making  a distinction  between  girls  and  boys  in  their  data  collection 
practices.  The  major  result  of  failing  to  disaggregate  data  based  on  gender  is  that  little  is 
known  about  how  the  political,  social,  physical,  and  economic  state  of  girls  differs  from 
that  of  boys.  Even  when  information  specific  to  girls  existed,  it  was  often  scattered 
among  various  government  and  private  agencies  and  difficult  to  access;  this  problem  is 
still  often  the  case. 

The  purpose  of  this  updated  report  is  to  illustrate  the  progress  of  girls  in  San  Francisco 
over  the  past  decade,  identify  challenges  and  areas  that  still  need  to  be  improved,  and 
provide  disaggregated  information  on  girls  that  may  be  useful  to  local  organizations, 
government  agencies,  and  individuals.  In  addition,  we  highlight  areas  where  San 
Francisco  girls  are  excelling. 

Methodology 

Since  the  first  report  in  2003,  much  new  information  on  San  Francisco  girls  has  become 
available  on  accessible  internet  databases.  This  updated  report  relies  heavily  on  data 
from  the  2010  US  Census,  US  Census  2010  American  Community  Survey,  California 
Department  of  Education  DataQuest,  the  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention 
Youth  Risk  Behavior  Surveillance  Survey  (YRBSS),  and  the  California  Department  of 
Education  Physical  Fitness  Test  Results.  Each  website  has  been  verified  as  of  May  2012. 
We  have  been  able  to  compare  this  new  information  from  2008-2011  to  data  in  the  first 
Report  on  Girls,  which  presented  statistics  from  the  late  1990s  and  first  few  years  of  the 
21st  century.  While  most  of  this  report  focuses  on  girls  in  middle  or  high  school  (ages  Il- 
ls), we  also  provide  additional  general  demographic  data  on  younger  girls. 


5 City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Ordinance  128-98,  Chapter  12K,  "CEDAW,"  approved  on  April  13, 1998. 
The  original  Ordinance  was  subsequently  amended  by  Ordinance  35-000,  File  No.  001920  on  December  28, 
2000.  The  revision  was  entitled  "SF  CEDAW  Ordinance,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Local 
implementation  of  the  United  Nations  Convention  on  the  Elimination  of  All  Forms  of  Discrimination  Against 
Women  (CEDAW)." 


Health,  Safety,  and  Education 

While  the  first  Report  on  Girls  discussed  a variety  of  topics,  this  update  focuses  on  three 
main  issues  in  this  publication:  San  Francisco  girls'  right  to  health,  right  to  safety,  and  right 
to  education,  particularly  in  math,  science,  and  technology.  These  three  topics  were 
chosen  based  on  the  significant  ways  access  to  health,  safety,  and  education  impact  girls' 
lives  today  and  their  success  in  the  future.  Childhood  health  can  predict  health  status  as 
an  adult— an  obese  child  is  more  likely  to  be  an  obese  adult  and  have  health  problems 
such  as  coronary  heart  disease.6  The  trauma  caused  by  a lack  of  safety  in  the  home  and  at 
school  can  have  many  implications  for  girls— children  who  are  sexually  abused  often  have 
behavioral  problems,  like  aggression,  and  problems  with  substance  abuse.7  Education  also 
has  great  implications  for  girls'  futures— research  shows  that  interest  in  science, 
technology,  engineering,  and  math  (often  called  STEM)  fields  is  developed  early  in  life.8 
Without  encouragement  as  children,  girls  are  less  likely  to  pursue  relatively  lucrative 
STEM  careers  as  adults.9 

The  introductory  Demographics  section  provides  an  overview  of  the  racial,  ethnic,  and 
economic  diversity  of  girls  living  in  San  Francisco,  followed  by  a closer  look  at  several 
marginalized  groups  of  girls:  those  who  are  homeless,  those  in  foster  care,  and  those  in 
the  juvenile  justice  system.  The  Health  section  includes  data  on  the  physical  and  mental 
health  of  San  Francisco  girls,  including  obesity,  suicide,  substance  abuse,  and  teen 
pregnancy.  The  section  on  Safety  focuses  on  dating  violence  and  safety  at  school, 
including  bullying  and  weapon  use.  The  Education  section  examines  girls'  participation 
and  success  in  STEM  subjects.  We  conclude  by  highlighting  some  of  the  main  trends 
found  in  each  section  of  the  report  and  gaps  that  still  exist  in  the  research. 


6 National  Heart  Lung  and  Blood  Institute,  "What  are  Overweight  and  Obesity?" 
<http://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/health/dci/DIseases/obe/obe_risks.html>,  2010. 

7 National  Center  for  PTSD,  "PTSD  in  Children  and  Teens."  <http://www.ptsd.va.gov/public/pages/ptsd- 
children-adolescents.asp>,  2011. 

8 American  Association  of  University  Women  (AAUW),  "Why  So  Few?  Women  in  Science,  Technology, 
Engineering,  and  Mathematics."  <http://www.aauw.org/learn/research/whysofew.cfm>,  2010. 

9 Ibid. 


Demographics 


In  this  section,  we  provide  an  overview  of  girls  in  San  Francisco  between  1999  and  2010. 
We  also  include  information  on  several  groups  of  marginalized  girls:  girls  who  are 
homeless  or  at-risk  for  becoming  homeless,  girls  who  are  in  the  foster  care  system,  and 
girls  in  the  juvenile  justice  system. 

General  Demographics 

The  declining  San  Francisco  youth  population  has  been  widely  acknowledged.10  Between 
2000  and  2010,  the  total  number  of  children/youth  (ages  0-17)  in  San  Francisco  decreased 
from  15%  of  the  population  to  13%.  Over  this  period  of  time,  the  girl  population  (ages  0- 
17)  of  San  Francisco  decreased  from  55,011  to  52,767,  a 4%  decrease,  while  the  total  San 
Francisco  population  increased  from  776,733  to  805,235,  a 4%  increase.  While  there  was 
also  a decrease  in  the  boy  population  from  2000  to  2010,  there  were  more  boys  than  girls 
in  San  Francisco  in  both  years.  Adults  made  up  1%  more  of  the  San  Francisco  population 
in  2010u  than  they  did  in  2000.12  The  declining  youth  population  is  an  issue  specific  to 
San  Francisco— the  youth  population  in  the  United  States  and  California  grew  between 
2000  and  2010.  The  adult  population,  as  a whole,  grew  at  a faster  rate,  so  youth  made  up 
a smaller  portion  of  the  total  national  and  state  population  in  2010  than  in  2000. 

However,  the  girl  and  youth  populations  in  the  United  States  and  California  are  not 
declining  nearly  as  dramatically  as  in  San  Francisco. 


Table  1:  Girls,  Boys,  and  Adults  as  a Percent  of  the  Total  Population  in  San  Francisco, 
California,  and  the  United  States,  2000  and  2010 ' 
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10  Joshua  Sabatini,  "San  Francisco  Becoming  a Child-Free  Zone  as  Youth  Population  Declines,"  Son  Francisco 
Examiner,  March  23,  2011.  <http://www.sfexaminer.com/local/2011/03/san-francisco-becoming-child-free- 
zone-youth-population-declines>. 

11  United  States  Census  Bureau,  "QTP1:  Age  Groups  and  Sex:  2010  (San  Francisco  County)." 
<http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/tabieservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?pid=DEC_10_SFl_QTPl&p 
rodType=table>. 

12  United  States  Census  Bureau,  "QTP1:  Age  Groups  and  Sex:  2000  (San  Francisco  County)." 
<http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?pid=DEC_00_SFl_QTPl&p 
rodType=table  >. 

13  United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factfinder2.census.gov>,  2010. 

14  Ibid. 

15  Ibid. 


Race  and  Ethnicity 

San  Francisco  is  a culturally  diverse  city.  Figure  1,  below,  illustrates  the  race  and  ethnicity 
distribution  among  San  Francisco  girls  under  18  in  2010.  The  largest  group  of  girls  in  San 
Francisco,  in  terms  of  race,  was  the  Asian  population,  at  34%.  White  girls  were  the  second 
largest  group,  making  up  27%  of  the  girl  population,  followed  by  Hispanic/Latina  girls  at 
22%.  Girls  of  two  or  more  races  made  up  8%  of  the  San  Francisco  girl  population, 
followed  closely  by  African  American  girls,  at  7%.  Native  Hawaiian  or  Pacific  Islander  girls 
made  up  1%  of  the  girl  population  in  San  Francisco.  American  Indians  or  Alaska  Natives 
made  up  less  than  1%  of  the  San  Francisco  girl  population,  and  girls  of  any  other  race 
constituted  1%  of  girls.16 


2 or  more  other  1%  Native 


Figure  1:  Race  and  Ethnicity  Distribution  of  Girls  in  San  Francisco,  201017 

The  distribution  of  the  races  and  ethnicities  of  girls  in  San  Francisco  changed  somewhat 
between  2000  and  2010  (see  Table  2,  below).  The  most  significant  change  was  among 
African  American  girls,  who  made  up  12%  of  the  girl  population  in  2000,  but  only  7%  in 
2010.  White  girls  made  up  a larger  portion  of  the  San  Francisco  population  in  2010  than 
in  2000,  as  did  girls  of  2 or  more  races.  Asian  girls  made  up  a slightly  smaller  percentage 
of  the  girl  population,  while  all  other  races  and  ethnicities  remained  constant. 


Ibid. 

Ibid. 
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Table  2:  Race  and  Ethnicity  Distribution  of  Girls  in  San  Francisco,  2000  and  201018 
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Gender  and  Sexual  Identity 

In  2011,  the  Youth  Risk  Behavior  Survey  reported  the  sexual  identity  and  gender 
demographics  of  2,220  high  school  students  in  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District. 
Of  the  students  surveyed,  about  89%  were  heterosexual,  2%  gay  or  lesbian,  4%  bisexual, 
and  6%  were  not  sure.  Just  under  50%  of  these  students  were  female,  49%  were  male, 
and  2%  were  transgender 


Figure  2:  Sexual  Identity  of  San  Francisco  Public  High  School  Students,  201119 


18  United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factfmder2.census.gov>,  2000,  2010. 

19  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  Student,  Family  and  Community  Support  Department,  "High  School: 
2011  Health  Survey  Results."  <http://healthlersf.org/resources/docs/HS%20YRBS%20Booklet%202011.pdf.>, 
page  3. 
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Figure  3:  Gender  of  San  Francisco  Public  High  School  Students,  201120 


Poverty 

In  2010,  the  US  Department  of  Labor  set  the  poverty  guidelines  for  a family  of  four  at  a 
family  income  level  of  $22,050.21  These  guidelines  are  used  to  determine  eligibility  for 
certain  federal  and  state  assistance  programs,  such  as  Head  Start  and  the  Food  Stamp 
program.22  For  purposes  of  comparison  we  used  the  Federal  Poverty  Standard.  However, 
the  Self  Sufficiency  Standard23  is  a more  realistic  picture  of  what  a family  in  San  Francisco 
needs  in  order  to  meet  minimal  basic  daily  needs,  including  housing,  food,  child  care,  out- 
of-pocket  medical  expenses,  transportation,  and  other  necessary  spending. 

In  San  Francisco,  7,577  of  girls  were  living  in  poverty  in  2000,  or  18%  of  the  girl 
population,24  compared  to  6,233,  or  12%,  in  201025.  This  represents  a 6%  decrease  in  San 
Francisco  girls  living  in  poverty. 


^°ibid. 

21  United  States  Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services,  "The  HHS  Poverty  Guidelines  for  the  Remainder 
of  2010."  <http://aspe.hhs.gov/poverty/10poverty.shtml>,  August  2010. 

22  Jessie  Willis,  "How  We  Measure  Poverty:  A History  and  Brief  Overview."  Oregon  Center  for  Public  Policy. 
<http://www.ocpp.org/poverty/how.htm>,  February  2000. 

23  The  Family  Economic  Self-Sufficiency  Standard.  <http://www.insightcced.org/index.php?page=ca-sss>. 

24  United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factflnder2.census.gov>,  2000. 

25  United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factfinder2.census.gov>,  2010. 
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S 1999  3 2010 

Figure  4:  San  Francisco  Girls  in  Poverty  by  Race  and  Ethnicity,  199926  and  201027 


Figure  5 illustrates  the  racial  and  ethnic  makeup  of  San  Francisco  girls  living  in  poverty  in 
1999  and  2010.  Most  notably,  although  the  total  African  American  girl  population  in  San 
Francisco  has  decreased  in  the  past  10  years,  44%  of  those  girls  remaining  lived  in  poverty 
in  2010,  up  from  35%  in  1999.  The  percentage  of  Hispanic/Latina  girls  living  in  poverty 
decreased  from  17%  in  1999  to  25%  in  2010.  Much  lower  percentages  of  Asian  girls  lived 
in  poverty— 12%  of  Asian  girls  lived  in  poverty  in  both  1999  and  2010.  The  poverty  rate  in 
San  Francisco  is  the  lowest  for  white  girls,  with  only  3%  living  in  poverty  in  201028,  down 
from  5%  in  1999.29 


M United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factfinder.census.gov>,  2000. 
27  United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factfinder.census.gov>,  2010. 
“ Ibid. 

29  United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder,  <http://factfinder.census.gov>,  2000. 
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Figure  5:  San  Francisco  Girls  in  Poverty  as  a Percent  of  Race  and  Ethnicity,  199930  and 
201031 

Homeless  and  At-Risk  Girls 

Data  on  homeless  and  at-risk  youth  is  difficult  to  collect  and  report.  The  Department 
asked  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services  to  provide  disaggregated  data  on  this  population. 

Larkin  Street  provides  emergency  shelter  and  job  training  for  San  Francisco  homeless, 
runaway,  and  at-risk  youth,  primarily  between  the  ages  of  12  and  24. 

From  July  1,  2009  to  June  30,  2010,  Larkin  Street  served  over  3,400  youth.  Approximately 
31%,  or  1,054  clients,  were  girls.  This  portion  was  smaller  than  in  1996-1997,  when  40% 
of  youth  served  by  Larkin  Street  were  girls.  Larkin  Street  served  more  youth  in  2009-2010 
than  in  1996-1997,  serving  more  than  200  more  girls  in  2009-2010  than  in  1996-1997. 

Larkin  Street  provided  basic  demographic  information  for  girls  served  during  the  2009- 
2010  period.32 

Age:  16%  of  girls  served  were  under  the  age  of  18,  37%  were  18  to  20  years  old, 
41%  were  21  to  24  years  old,  and  6%  were  over  the  age  of  24. 

Race  and  Ethnicity:  33%  of  girls  served  were  African  American,  24%  were  white, 
19%  were  Hispanic/Latina,  14%  were  multiracial,  5%  were  Asian,  1%  were  Pacific 
Islander,  and  3%  were  of  another  race. 


Ibid. 

United  States  Census  Bureau.  American  Fact  Finder.  <http://factFmder.census.gov>,  2010. 
Based  on  unpublished  statistics  provided  by  Larkin  Street  Youth  Services,  July  2011. 
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Juvenile  Justice:  45%  of  girls  served  reported  having  been  arrested  and  26%  had 
spent  time  in  jail. 

Education:  43%  of  girls  served  reported  completing  high  school  and  8%  had  a GED. 
47%  did  not  have  a diploma  or  GED  at  the  time  of  their  intake  Interview  at  Larkin 
Street,  even  though  84%  of  clients  were  over  the  age  of  18. 

Mental  Health:  approximately  33%  of  girls  served  reported  a hospitalization  for 
psychiatric  care,  half  had  received  psychiatric  care,  and  75%  had  previously  been  in 
counseling.33 

Girls  in  Foster  Care 

Children  are  placed  into  foster  care  for  a variety  of  reasons,  generally  involving  unstable 
home  lives.  These  children  become  "court-dependent"  and  are  placed  in  foster  homes 
with  temporary  caregivers  while  their  families  work  through  a reunification  plan.34  In 
2002,  there  were  1,098  San  Francisco  girls  in  foster  care,  while  only  605  girls  were  in 
foster  care  in  2010,  a 45%  decrease.35 

Since  2002,  there  have  been  some  changes  in  the  race  and  ethnicity  distribution  of  San 
Francisco  girls  in  the  foster  care  system.  African  American  girls  were  and  are 
overrepresented  in  foster  care.  In  2010,  African  American  girls  made  up  only  7%  of  the 
girl  population,  but  58%  of  the  foster  care  system,  with  352  African  American  girls  in 
foster  care.  This  number  is  down  from  789  African  American  girls  in  2002,  which  was  72% 
of  the  total  number  of  San  Francisco  girls  in  foster  care.36  Although  the  total  African 
American  girl  population  in  San  Francisco  has  also  been  declining,  the  number  of  African 
American  girls  in  foster  care  is  dropping  at  a faster  rate.  In  2002,  13%  of  all  African 
American  girls  living  in  San  Francisco  were  in  foster  care;  in  2010,  that  number  was  down 
to  9%,  although  it  remained  much  higher  than  for  any  other  racial  or  ethnic  group.37 

There  was  an  increase  in  the  representation  of  Hispanic/Latina  girls  in  foster  care  between 
2002  and  2010,  from  16%  to  25%.38  In  both  years,  about  1%  of  the  total  Hispanic/Latina 
girl  population  of  San  Francisco  was  in  foster  care. 

The  representation  of  Asian/Pacific  Islander  and  White  girls  in  foster  care  increased 
slightly,  but  both  groups  remained  underrepresented  compared  to  White  and 
Asian/Pacific  Islander  girls  in  the  total  San  Francisco  girl  population. 


33  Ibid. 

34  Human  Services  Agency  of  San  Francisco,  <http://www.sfhsa.org/206.htm>. 

35  University  of  California,  Berkeley,  Center  for  Social  Services  Research,  Child  Welfare  Dynamic  Report 
System,  <http://cssr.berkeley.edu/ucb_childwelfare/>. 

36  Ibid. 

37  ibid. 

33  Ibid. 
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The  number  of  Native  American  girls  in  the  foster  care  system  in  San  Francisco  stayed 
constant  between  2002  and  2010  at  5 girls,  or  less  than  1%  of  the  total  number  of  girls  in 
foster  care  in  the  city. 

Table  3:  Race  and  Ethnicity  of  San  Francisco  Girls  in  Foster  Care,  2002  and  201039 


Krg|®a5gli«f«i^ 

72 

58 

16 

25 

8 

9 

4 

7 

0.5  1 

0.8 

Girls  in  the  Juvenile  Justice  System 

The  population  of  girls  in  the  juvenile  justice  system  differs  significantly  from  that  of  boys. 
In  general,  girls  in  juvenile  justice  have  been  victims  of  physical,  sexual,  and/or  emotional 
abuse  before  interacting  with  the  system.  Girls  are  arrested  for  less  serious  offenses  and 
have  more  mental  health  needs  than  boys  in  the  system.40  While  girls  are  more  likely  to 
be  chronically  involved  in  the  juvenile  justice  system  than  boys,  they  usually  age  out, 
unlike  boys  who  go  into  the  adult  justice  system  at  a much  higher  rate.41 
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Figure  6:  Juvenile  Arrests  in  San  Francisco,  2001  and  200942 


39  Ibid. 

40National  Council  on  Crime  & Delinquency  Center  for  Girls  and  Young  Women,  "Getting  the  Facts  Straight 
About  Girls  in  the  Juvenile  Justice  System." 

<http://www.nccdglobal.org/sltes/default/files/publication_pdf/fact-sheet-girls-in-juvenile-Justlce.pdf>, 
February  2009. 

41  Communication  with  Gena  Castro  Rodriguez,  Executive  Director  of  Youth  Justice  Initiative,  conducted  in 
San  Francisco,  CA,  April  12, 2012. 

42  State  of  California  Department  of  Justice,  San  Francisco  County. 
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The  situation  for  girls  in  the  San  Francisco  juvenile  justice  system  seems  to  be  improving. 
Arrests  greatly  decreased  for  both  girls  (by  36%)  and  boys  (by  21%)  between  2001  and 
2009.  The  Youth  Justice  Institute,  which  works  with  youth  in  the  justice  system,  reported 
that  girls  serve  an  average  of  14  days  in  custody,  down  from  an  average  of  30  days  10 
years  ago,  and  that  no  cases  involving  San  Francisco  girls  have  gone  to  the  California 
Division  of  Juvenile  Justice  since  2003,  although  cases  from  neighboring  counties  have.43 
The  Youth  Justice  Institute  also  reported  that  fewer  girls  are  being  arrested  for  loitering  or 
prostitution.  However,  the  Youth  Justice  Institute  sees  this  decline  as  worrisome  because 
it  may  show  that  these  girls  are  slipping  through  the  cracks,  perhaps  due  to  increasing 
exploitation  online  and  through  social  networking.44 
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Figure  7:  Girls  Admitted  to  Juvenile  Hall,  by  Race  and  Ethnicity,  2000  and  20104S 

In  2000,  735  girls  were  admitted  to  Juvenile  Hall  in  San  Francisco,  while  in  2010  only  152 
girls  were  admitted  to  Juvenile  Hall,46  a significant  decrease  of  79%. 

African  American  girls  were  still  overrepresented  in  Juvenile  Hall.  While  they  made  up 
12%  of  the  girl  population  in  2000,  their  representation  in  Juvenile  Hall  was  about  five 
times  higher  that  same  year,  constituting  61%  of  girls  in  Juvenile  Hall.  In  2010,  African 
American  girls  made  up  59%  of  girls  in  Juvenile  Hall,  more  than  eight  times  larger  than 
their  representation  in  the  general  girl  population  in  San  Francisco  (7%).  In  other  words, 
while  African  American  girls  became  less  prominent  in  Juvenile  Hall  from  2000  to  2010, 
they  were  actually  much  more  overrepresented  in  2010  than  a decade  before. 


43  Communication  with  Gena  Castro  Rodriguez,  Executive  Director  of  Youth  Justice  Initiative,  conducted  in 
San  Francisco,  CA,  April  12, 2012. 

44  ibid. 

45  State  of  California  Department  of  Justice,  San  Francisco  County. 

46  Ibid. 
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There  was  also  a relative  increase  in  the  number  of  Hispanic/Latina  girls  in  Juvenile  Hall 
between  2000  and  2010.  They  represented  14%  of  girls  in  Juvenile  Hall  in  2000  and  24% 
in  2010.  This  is  slightly  higher  than  the  frequency  of  Hispanic/Latina  girls  in  the  San 
Francisco  girl  population  (22%  in  both  2000  and  2010).  The  majority  of  Hispanic/Latina 
girls  in  the  juvenile  justice  system  come  from  similar  communities  located  in  the  Mission 
and  Excelsior  neighborhoods  and  are  arrested  for  robbery,  which  they  usually  commit  for 
economic  reasons.47 

There  was  a decrease  in  the  frequency  of  White  girls  in  Juvenile  Hall.  They  made  up  15% 
of  girls  in  Juvenile  Hall  in  2000  and  6%  in  2010,  rates  lower  than  those  of  White  girls  in  the 
overall  San  Francisco  girl  population  (23%  in  2000  and  27%  in  2010). 

In  2010-2012,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  (DCYF) 
served  approximately  40,000  youth  under  the  age  of  18,  of  which  half  were  girls.  DCYF 
also  administers  a federal  Juvenile  Justice  Program  funded  through  the  state.  This 
program  served  441  girls  in  2010-2011,  of  which  140  were  involved  in  the  Juvenile  Justice 
System.48 


47  Communication  with  Gena  Castro  Rodriguez,  Executive  Director  of  Youth  Justice  Initiative,  conducted  in 
San  Francisco,  CA,  April  12,  2012. 

48  Information  provided  by  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  for  this  report, 
May  2012. 
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Health 


All  girls  have  a human  right  to  health.49  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  has  made 
health  a priority  for  all  of  its  citizens,  evident  by  programs  such  as  Healthy  San  Francisco,  a 
health  access  program,  and  Healthy  Kids,  a program  that  provides  medical,  dental,  and 
vision  insurance  for  youth  under  age  18.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Children,  Youth,  & Their  Families  allocates  approximately  $10  million 
annually  to  youth  health  and  wellness  programs  in  San  Francisco.50 

We  examine  data  on  the  health  of  San  Francisco  girls  between  2000  and  2011  to  see  if 
progress  has  been  made.  We  provide  information  here  on  both  physical  health  (physical 
activity  and  weight)  and  mental  health  (body  image,  depression,  and  suicide).  We  also 
include  information  on  three  health-related  topics  that  can  have  a large  effect  on  an 
adolescent's  future  success:  substance  abuse,  teen  pregnancy,  and  sexually  transmitted 
disease  (STD). 

Physical  Activity 

According  to  the  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  children  and 
adolescents  need  at  least  60  minutes  of  physical  activity  each  day.51 

The  CDC's  Youth  Risk  Behavior  Surveillance  System  (YRBSS)  asked  a sampling  of  San 
Francisco  public  high  school  students  if  they  had  participated  in  at  least  60  minutes  of 
physical  activity  ("doing  any  kind  of  physical  activity  that  increased  their  heart  rate  and 
made  them  breathe  hard")  each  day  in  the  past  week.  As  illustrated  by  Table  4,  below, 
very  few  San  Francisco  public  high  school  students,  boys  or  girls,  are  meeting  the  physical 
activity  criteria  defined  by  the  CDC.  Girls'  rate  of  participation  in  physical  activity  was  also 
much  lower  than  boys'  in  both  years  surveyed.  However,  the  data  is  getting  better— more 
than  twice  as  many  girls  in  2009  participated  in  physical  activity  every  day  than  in  2005. 


49  CEDAW  Ordinance  (2000),  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Administrative  Code  Sec. 
12K(l)(c). 

50  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families,  "Health  and  Wellness 
Overview."  <http://www.dcyf.org/Content.aspx?id=1332&note=84&ekmensel=14_submenu_20_btnlink>. 

51  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  Physical  Activity  for  Everyone:  How  much  physical  activity  do 
children  need?  <http://www.cdc.gov/physicalactivity/everyone/guidelines/children.html>,  November  2011. 
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Table  4:  Students  who  had  at  Least  60  Minutes  of  Physical  Activity  Every  Day  in  the  Past 
Seven  Days,  200552  and  200953 
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San  Francisco  public  high  school  students  were  also  asked  if  they  had  participated  in  at 
least  60  minutes  of  physical  activity  on  any  day  in  the  past  week.  As  illustrated  by  Table  5, 
below,  over  a quarter  of  girls  in  2009  did  not  participate  in  60  minutes  of  physical  activity 
on  any  day  in  the  week  before  the  survey  was  taken.  Girls  also -participated  in  physical 
activity  at  a lower  rate  than  boys.  However,  the  number  of  girls  who  had  participated  in 
any  physical  activity  in  the  past  week  increased  significantly  from  58%  in  2005  to  73%  in 
2009. 

Table  5:  Students  who  had  at  Least  60  Minutes  of  Physical  Activity  on  Any  Day  in  the 
Past  Seven  Days,  200554  and  200955 
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Physical  Fitness  Test 

The  California  Department  of  Education  administers  the  Physical  Fitness  Test  every  year  to 
public  school  students  in  grades  5,  7,  and  9.  The  primary  goal  of  the  test  is  "to  assist 
students  in  establishing  lifetime  habits  of  regular  physical  activity."56  The  test  is 
composed  of  6 fitness  areas:  aerobic  capacity,  body  composition,  abdominal  strength, 
trunk  strength,  upper  body  strength,  and  flexibility. 

San  Francisco  girls'  results  on  the  Physical  Fitness  Test  were  generally  worse  in  2011  than 
in  2001,  with  fewer  girls  in  each  grade  passing  at  least  5 of  the  6 fitness  standards.  The 
worst  results  were  among  5th  grade  girls,  fewer  than  half  of  whom  passed  at  least  5 
standards.  A smaller  percentage  of  5th  and  7th  grade  girls  also  passed  all  6 fitness 


52  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2005:  Table  53." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5505.pdf>,  page  87,  June  9, 2006. 

53  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS-  United  Sates,  2009:  Table  81." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  118,  June  4,  2010. 

54  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS-  United  Sates,  2005:  Table  S3." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5505.pdf>,  page  87,  June  9,  2006. 

55  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS-  United  Sates,  2009:  Table  83." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf  >,  page  120,  June  4,  2010. 

56  California  Department  of  Education,  "Overview  of  the  California  Physical  Fitness  Test  (PFT)." 
<www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf/pftprogram.asp>,  February  2012. 
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standards  in  2011,  while  the  percentage  of  9th  grade  girls  who  passed  all  6 remained  just 
below  one  third  of  all  9th  grade  girls,  but  it  increased  3%  from  2001. 
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Figure  8:  San  Francisco  Public  School  Girls  who  Passed  At  Least  5 of  6 Standards  on  the 
Physical  Fitness  Test,  200157  and  201158 
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Figure  9:  San  Francisco  Public  School  Girls  who  Passed  All  6 Standards  on  the  Physical 
Fitness  Test,  2001s9  and  201160 


57  California  Department  of  Education,  "2000-01  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Gender:  Female." 
<http://datal.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTest_Co_2002.asp?cSelect=38,SANAFRANCISCO&cYear= 
2000-01&cChoice=PFTest2&RptNumber=2&Pageno=  >. 

58  California  Department  of  Education,  "2010-11  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Female-Meeting  HFZ 
Summary  Report  (San  Francisco  County)." 

<http://datal.cde.ca.gov/d3taquest/PhysFltness/PFTDN/MeetingHFZ2011.aspx?r=l&t=3&y=2010- 
ll&c=38000000000000&n=0000  >. 

59  California  Department  of  Education,  "2000-01  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Gender:  Female." 
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While  a larger  proportion  of  5th  grade  girls  than  boys  passed  at  least  5 of  6 PFT  standards 
in  2011,  7th  and  9th  grade  boys  passed  at  least  5 standards  at  a higher  rate  than  did  girls 
in  the  same  grades,  in  addition,  passing  rates  improved  somewhat  from  2001  to  2011  for 
7th  grade  boys  (56%  in  2011,  up  from  54%  in  2001)  and  for  9th  grade  boys  (59%  in  2011, 
up  from  57%  in  2001),  but  7th  and  9th  girls'  passing  rates  dropped  noticeably  (Figure  9, 
above).61 
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Figure  10:  San  Francisco  Public  School  Students  who  Passed  At  Least  5 of  6 Standards  on 
the  Physical  Fitness  Test,  by  Gender,  201162 

Weight 

Being  overweight  may  increase  the  risk  of  many  health  problems,  including  Type  2 
diabetes,  coronary  heart  disease,  high  blood  pressure,  and  stroke.63  Overweight  children 
are  more  likely  to  become  overweight  or  obese  adults.64 

One  section  of  the  California  Physical  Fitness  Test  measures  body  composition,  which  is 
determined  through  skin-fold,  body  fat,  and  body  mass  measurements.  From  2001  to 
2011,  the  percentage  of  boys  and  girls  at  all  grade  levels  who  were  not  in  the  Healthy 


60  California  Department  of  Education,  "2010-11  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Female-Meeting  HF2 
Summary  Report  (San  Francisco  County)." 

61  Ibid. 

62  California  Department  of  Education,  "2010-11  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Male-Meeting  HFZ 
Summary  Report  (San  Francisco  County)." 

<http://datal.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/MeetlngHFZ2011. aspx?r=2&t=3&y=2010- 
ll&c=38000000000000&  n=0000  >. 

63  Weight  Control  Information  Network,  "Do  You  Know  the  Health  Risks  of  Being  Overweight?" 
<http://win.niddk.nih.gov/publications/health_risks.htm>,  December  2007. 

M National  Heart  Lung  and  Blood  Institute,  "What  are  Overweight  and  Obesity?" 
<http://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/health/dcl/Diseases/obe/obe_risks.html>,  November  2010. 
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Fitness  Zone  for  Body  Composition  increased  dramatically.  Notably,  43%  of  San  Francisco 
5th  grade  girls  were  not  in  the  Healthy  Fitness  Zone  for  body  composition  in  2011,  up 
from  25%  in  2001. 

60% 

50% 

40% 

30% 

20% 

10% 

0% 

5th  grade  girls  5th  grade  7th  grade  girls  7th  grade  9th  grade  girls  9th  grade 
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Figure  11:  San  Francisco  Public  School  Students  who  were  Not  in  the  High  Fitness  Zone 
for  Body  Composition,  200165  and  201166 

In  2011,  the  California  Physical  Fitness  Test  began  to  distinguish  between  those  students 
who  barely  missed  the  Healthy  Fitness  Zone  and  those  students  who  have  increased 
health  risks  due  to  their  level  of  fitness.67  In  San  Francisco,  the  body  composition  of  29% 
of  5th  grade  girls,  23%  of  7th  grade  girls,  and  20%  of  9th  grade  girls  puts  them  at  a high 
risk.  The  rates  for  boys  were  even  higher  {Figure  12,  below). 


65  California  Department  of  Education,  "2000-01  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Gender:  Female.' 
<http://datal.cde.ca. gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTest_Co_2002.asp?cSelect=38,SANAFRANClSCO&cYear= 
2000-01&cChoice-PFTest2&RptNumber=2&Pageno=  >,  and  "2000-2001  California  Physical  Fitness  Report: 
Gender:  Male." 

<http://datal.cde.ca. gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTest_Co_2002.asp?cSelect=38, SAN  AFRANCISCO&cYear= 
2000-01&cChoice=PFTest2&RptNumber=3&Pageno=l>. 

66  California  Department  of  Education,  "2010-11  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Female-Meeting  HFZ 
Summary  Report  (San  Francisco  County)." 

<http://datal.cde.ca.gov/d3taquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/MeetingHFZ2011.aspx?r=l&t=3&y=2010- 
ll&c=38000000000000&n=0000  >,  and  California  Department  of  Education,  "2010-11  California  Physical 
Fitness  Report:  Male-Meeting  HFZ  Summary  Report  (San  Francisco  County)." 
<http://datal.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/MeetingHFZ2011.aspx?r=28(t=3&y=2010- 
ll&c=38000000000000&n=0000  >. 

67  California  Department  of  Education,  Physical  Fitness  Testing  (PFT)  Frequently  Asked  Questions  and 
Answers,  <http://www.cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf/pftllfasqa.asp>,  February  2012. 
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Figure  12:  San  Francisco  Public  School  Students  who  were  at  a Greater  Risk  of  Health 
Problems  due  to  their  Body  Composition,  201168 

Body  Image 

When  we  look  at  the  percentages  of  San  Francisco  boys  and  girls  who  are  actually 
overweight  (have  a Body  Mass  Index  in  the  85th  percentile  or  higher)  compared  to  those 
who  consider  themselves  to  be  overweight  and  those  who  are  actively  trying  to  lose 
weight  (Figure  13,  below),  the  differences  are  striking.  While  the  percentage  of  boys  who 
were  overweight  (26%  in  2001,  24%  in  2009)  aligns  with  the  percentage  who  considered 
themselves  overweight  (25%  in  2001,  25%  in  2009),  more  than  twice  as  many  girls 
considered  themselves  to  be  overweight  (39%)  than  were  actually  overweight  (18%)  in 
2001,  and  the  numbers  remained  almost  the  same  in  2009  (19%  of  girls  were  overweight, 
37%  considered  themselves  to  be  overweight).  The  data  is  even  more  notable  for  the 
percentage  of  San  Francisco  high  school  girls  who  actively  tried  to  lose  weight.  In  both 
2001  and  2009,  more  than  three  times  as  many  girls  surveyed  were  trying  to  lose  weight 
as  were  actually  overweight.  This  issue  was  also  prevalent  among  middle  school  students, 
with  nearly  one  in  four  students  (25%)  describing  themselves  as  slightly  or  very 
overweight,  and  significantly  more  female  (45%)  than  male  (39%)  middle  school  students 
reporting  that  they  were  trying  to  lose  weight.69 


68  California  Department  of  Education,  "2010-11  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Female-Summary  of 
Results  (San  Francisco  County)." 

<http://datal.cde.  ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Summary2011.  aspx?r=l&t=3&y=2010 
ll&c=38000000000000&n=0000>  and  "2010-11  California  Physical  Fitness  Report:  Male-  Summary  of 
Results  (San  Francisco  County).” 

<http://datal.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/PhysFitness/PFTDN/Comparison201  l.aspx?r=2&t=3&y=2010- 
ll&c=38000000000000&n=0000>. 

69  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  "Middle  School:  2011  Health  Survey  Results." 
<http://healthiersf.org/resources/docs/MS%20YRBS%20Booklet%202011.pdf>,  page  14. 
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For  San  Francisco  public  school  girls  who  reported  being  obese  between  2001  and  2009, 
there  was  little  change.  In  2001,  5.9%  of  girls  were  in  the  95th  percentile  for  Body  Mass 
Index70,  compared  to  5.5%  in  200971,  not  a significant  difference.  Boys  saw  some 
improvement  from  2001  to  2009,  with  15% 72  and  11% 73  in  the  95th  percentile, 
respectively. 

We  conclude  from  this  data  that  the  majority  of  San  Francisco  girls  are  unhappy  with  their 
body  weight,  regardless  of  whether  or  not  they  are  actually  overweight. 


70% 


Girls,  2001  Boys,  2001  Girls,  2009  Boys,  2009 

S Actually  Overweight  (BMI  £85th  Percentile) 

SConsiderthemselves  Overweight 
B Trying  to  Lose  Weight 

Figure  13:  Weight  Perceptions  among  San  Francisco  High  School  Students,  200174  and 
200975 

Mental  Health  and  Suicide 

According  to  the  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health,  "Research  shows  that  half  of  all 
lifetime  cases  of  mental  illness  begin  by  age  14."76  In  particular,  "depression  can  occur 


70  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  35." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDf/SS/SS5104.pdf>,  page  55,  June  28,  2002. 

71  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  91." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  128,  June  4,  2010. 

72  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  35,"  page  55. 

73  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  91,"  page  128. 

74  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  35,"  page  55. 

75  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  91,"  page  128. 

76  National  Institute  of  Mental  Health,  'Treatment  of  Children  with  Mental  Illness," 
<http://nimh.nih.gov/health/publications/treatment-of-children-with-mental-illness-fact- 
sheet/index.shtml>,  2009. 
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during  adolescence,  a time  of  great  personal  change,"77  It  is  therefore  very  important  to 
pay  attention  to  signs  of  possible  mental  illness  among  adolescents. 

In  2001  and  2009;  the  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention  surveyed  a sampling  of 
San  Francisco  public  high  school  students  about  their  experiences  with  depression.  In 
2009,  27%  of  girls  responded  that  they  had  felt  so  sad  or  hopeless  almost  every  day  for 
two  or  more  weeks  in  a row  that  they  stopped  doing  some  usual  activities,  down  from 
33%  in  2001.  Self-reported  depression  was  also  lower  for  boys  in  200978  than  in  200179, 
and,  in  both  years,  girls  reported  experiencing  depression  at  a higher  rate  than  did  boys. 

Table  6;  Rates  of  Depressions  among  Students,  2001  and  200980 
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The  same  survey  also  asked  San  Francisco  public  high  school  students  if  they  had 
"seriously  considered  attempting  suicide"  in  the  past  12  months.81  A higher  percentage  of 
girls  than  boys  reported  that  they  had  in  both  2001  and  2009.  In  a positive  trend,  the 
percentage  of  girls  who  reported  having  considered  suicide  dropped  from  18%  in  2001  to 
14%  in  2009. 

While  fewer  girls  are  considering  suicide,  a larger  proportion  of  those  who  considered  it 
acted  on  their  thoughts.  Rates  of  attempted  suicide  increased  among  both  boys  and  girls. 
In  2009,  boys  reported  attempting  suicide  at  a somewhat  higher  rate  than  girls.  In  2001, 
8%  of  girls  reported  attempting  suicide,  which  increased  to  9%  in  2009.  In  2001,  6%  of 
boys  reported  suicide  attempts,  rising  to  9%  in  2009.82 


77  National  institute  of  Mental  Health,  "Depression  and  High  School  Students." 

<http://nimh.nih.gov/health/publications/depression-and-high-school-students/depression-and-high- 
school-students.shtml>,  2011. 

78  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  21." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  58,  June  4,  2010. 

79  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  13." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5104.pdf>,  page  34,  June  28,  2002. 

80Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  21,"  page  58  and  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  13,"  page  34. 

81  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  13,"  page  34  and  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  23." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  60,  June  4,  2010. 

82  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  13,"  page  34  and  Centers 
for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  25." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  62,  June  4, 2010. 
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Table  7:  Rates  of  Suicide  Among  Students,  2001  and  200983 


Substance  Abuse 

For  years,  alcohol  and  drug  abuse  have  been  major  threats  to  young  people  in  the  United 
States.  According  to  the  CDC  Youth  Risk  Behavior  Surveillance  System,  these  rates  have 
been  generally  declining,  albeit  slowly,  for  both  high  school  boys  and  girls  in  San  Francisco. 

Table  8,  below,  shows  the  changes  in  alcohol  use  between  2001  and  2009  among  San 
Francisco  high  school  youth.  Among  girls,  alcohol  use  declined  slightly  from  60%  of  those 
surveyed  in  2001  to  53%  in  2009.  Alcohol  use  remained  constant  at  57%  for  high  school 
boys  in  both  years.  However,  rates  of  "binge"  drinking,  which  is  defined  as  having  more 
than  5 drinks  at  one  time  at  least  once  in  the  past  30  days,84  remained  more  constant 
between  2001  and  2009,  especially  among  girls. 


Table  8:  Drinking  Patterns  among  Students  by  Gender,  200  185  and  200986 
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Tobacco  use  has  decreased  even  more  than  alcohol  use  among  San  Francisco  high  school 
students,  especially  among  girls  (Figure  14,  below).  In  2009,  31%  of  girls  reported  having 
ever  smoked  a cigarette,  down  from  48%  in  2001.  Cigarette  use  among  boys  dropped 
from  49%  in  2001  to  41%  in  2009. 


83  Ibid. 

84  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009" 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  13,  June  4,  2010. 

85  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  21." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5104.pdf>,  page  39,  June  28,  2002. 

86  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  37  (Any  Alcohol  Use)  and 
Table  39  ("Binge  Drinking")."  <http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss590S.pdf>,  page  74, 76  June  4,  2010. 
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Figure  14:  San  Francisco  Public  High  School  Students'  Smoking  Rates  by  Gender,  200187 
and  200988 

Most  illicit  drug  use  also  decreased  between  2001  and  2009  (Table  9,  below).  Heroin  is 
the  only  drug  in  the  Youth  Risk  Behavior  Survey  whose  use  increased,  although  the 
numbers  remain  below  5%  for  both  genders.  Fewer  giris  than  boys  have  tried  all  illicit 
drugs  except  inhalants.  The  most  popular  drug  among  San  Francisco  high  school  students 
was  marijuana,  followed  distantly  by  inhalants. 


Table  9:  Drug  Use  among  Students  by  Gender,  200189  and  2QQ990 
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87  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2CI01:  Table  15." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5104.pdf>,  page  36,  June  28,  2002. 

88  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  27." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  64,  June  4,  2010. 

89  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  21  (marijuana),  Table  23 
(cocaine  and  inhalants).  Table  25  (methamphetamines  and  heroin)." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5104.pdf>,  pages  39, 41  and  43,  June  28,  2002. 

90  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  41  (marijuana),  Table  23 
(cocaine),  Table  45  (inhalants),  Table  47  (methamphetamines  and  heroin)." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5905.pdf>,  pages  78,  80,  82  and  84,  June  4,  2010. 
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Teen  Pregnancy 

A positive  trend  in  girls'  health  is  that  teen  birth  rates  have  been  declining  for  the  past 
several  decades  all  over  California,  and  especially  in  San  Francisco.  In  2010,  there  were 
229  teen  births  in  San  Francisco,  a 51%  decrease  from  2000,  when  there  were  464  teen 
births.  While  the  number  of  teen  births  also  decreased  over  the  same  period  of  time  for 
the  state  of  California  as  a whole,  it  did  so  at  a much  slower  rate;  there  were  43,560  teen 
births  in  California  in  2010,  a 23%  decrease  from  56,268  teen  births  in  2000.  In  addition, 
there  were  no  births  to  mothers  under  15  years  of  age  in  San  Francisco  in  2010,  down 
from  8 in  2000.  In  California  as  a whole,  there  were  433  births  to  mothers  under  15  years 
in  2010,  a 52%  decrease  from  895  births  in  2000.91 

While  the  number  of  teen  births  in  San  Francisco  dropped  significantly,  several 
races/ethnicities  remained  overrepresented  (Figure  15,  below).  The  most 
overrepresented  racial  and  ethnic  groups  were  African  American  and  Hispanic/Latina  girls. 
In  2010,  52%  of  teen  births  were  to  Hispanic/Latina  mothers,  while  Hispanic/Latina  girls 
only  made  up  23%  of  San  Francisco  girls  aged  15-19.  Similarly,  26%  of  teen  births  were  to 
African  American  mothers,  while  African  American  girls  only  comprised  14%  of  all  girls, 
ages  15-19,  living  in  San  Francisco. 


91  California  Department  of  Public  Health,  Vital  Statistics  Query  System. 

<http://www.apps.cdph.ca.gov/vsq/screen3a.asp?cnty_cd=38&year_data=2010&Criteria=l&Res_OCC=Resi 

dence&Birth_Death=Blrth&Stats=l>. 


29 


60% 


52% 


HPercentofTeen  Births  in  San  Francisco,  2010 

13 Percent ofTotai  San  Francisco  Girl  Population,  2010,  Ages  15-19 

Figure  15:  Teen  Births  Compared  to  Total  San  Francisco  Adolescent  Girl  Population,  by 
Race  and  Ethnicity,  201092 


Sexually  Transmitted  Diseases 

Other  consequences  of  sexual  activity  are  sexually  transmitted  diseases  (STDs). 
Gonorrhea  and  Chlamydia  are  the  most  common  STDs  among  San  Francisco  youth.93  The 
number  of  reported  cases  of  both  STDs  has  not  changed  dramatically  over  the  past  10 
years  for  either  boys  or  girls  ages  15-19,  which  means  that  the  incidence  rate  has 
increased  because  the  total  youth  population  has  decreased.  Throughout  the  past  decade, 
larger  numbers  of  girls  than  boys,  ages  15-19,  have  reported  having  STDs,  in  all 
categories.94 


92  ibid. 

93  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "San  Francisco  Sexually  Transmitted  Disease  Annual  Summary, 
2010."  <http://www.sfdph.org/dph/files/reports/StudlesData/STD/SFSTDAnnlSum2010.pdf>,  page  6, 
September  2011. 

94  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "San  Francisco  Sexually  Transmitted  Disease  Annual  Summary, 
2005."  <http://www.sfdph.org/dph/files/reports/StudiesData/STD/SFSTDAnnlSum2005.pdf>,  page  30, 
December  2006. 
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Table  10:  Number  of  San  Francisco  Youth  Age  15-19  Reporting  STDs  by  Gender,  20019S, 
200596  and  201097  
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The  incidence  of  Chlamydia  and  gonorrhea  remains  particularly  high  for  African  American 
girls  in  San  Francisco.  In  2001,  African  American  girls  accounted  for  44%  of  all  Chlamydia 
cases  for  San  Francisco  girls,  increasing  to  49%  in  2010.  For  gonorrhea,  66%  of  girls 
infected  were  African  American  in  200198,  increasing  slightly  to  68%  in  2010.99 

Table  11:  Reported  Cases  of  Chlamydia  for  Girls  Age  15-19  by  Race  and  Ethnicity,  200110°, 
200510i  and  2010102 
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Note:  Asterisks  {*)  are  in  place  for  fewer  than  5 cases. 


95  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "San  Francisco  Sexually  Transmitted  Disease  Annual  Summary, 
2001."  <http://www.sfdph.org/dph/files/reports/StudiesData/STD/SFSTDAnniSum2001.pdf>,  pages  27-28, 
September  2002. 

96  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "San  Francisco  Sexually  Transmitted  Disease  Annual  Summary, 
2005."  <http://www.sfdph.org/dph/files/reports/StudiesData/STD/SFSTDAnnlSum2005.pdf>,  pages  31-32, 
December  2006. 

97  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "San  Francisco  Sexually  Transmitted  Disease  Annual  Summary, 
2010."  <http://www.sfdph.org/dph/files/reports/StudiesData/STD/SFSTDAnnlSum2010.pdf>,  pages  32-33, 
September  2011. 

98  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2001,"  page  25. 

99  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2010,"  page  30. 

100  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annua!  Summary,  2001,"  pages  25,  28. 

101  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2005,"  pages  29,  31. 

102  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2010,"  pages  30,  32. 
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Table  12:  Reported  Cases  of  Gonorrhea  for  Girls  Age  15-19  by  Race  and  Ethnicity, 
2QQ1103,  2QQ5104  and  2010los 
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Note:  Asterisks  (*)  are  in  place  for  fewer  than  5 cases. 


103  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2001,"  pages  25,  27. 
1<M  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2005,”  pages  29,  32. 
105  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health,  "SF  STD  Annual  Summary,  2010,"  pages  30,  33. 


Safety 

All  girls  have  a human  right  to  live  free  from  violence.106  The  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  makes  safety  a priority  through  initiatives  and  programs  that  support  the  safety 
of  all  of  its  citizens.  For  example,  the  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women  allocates  over 
$2.7  million  in  annually  to  programs  that  provide  services  to  women  and  girl  survivors  of 
violence.  The  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  & Their  Families  allocated  over  $4.5  million 
per  year  from  2007-2010  to  support  violence  prevention  programs,  from  gang  prevention 
to  improving  school  attendance.107 

Violence  and  harassment  against  youth  can  be  especially  devastating.  A 2009  national 
study  on  sexual  harassment  concluded  that  "sexual  harassment  at  the  beginning  of  high 
school  is  a strong  predictor  of  future  victimization  by  peers  and  dating  partners  for  both 
girls  and  boys,  and  warrants  greater  prevention  and  intervention  efforts.  For  girls,  sexual 
harassment  victimization  in  grade  9 was  associated  with  elevated  risk  of  self-harm, 
suicidal  thoughts,  maladaptive  dieting,  early  dating,  substance  use,  and  feeling  unsafe  at 
school." 108 

In  this  section,  we  examine  data  on  two  kinds  of  violence  that  can  have  a large  impact  on 
girls'  safety:  dating  and  sexual  violence,  and  violence  at  school.  We  also  provide  some 
data  on  cyber  bullying,  which  has  only  recently  emerged  in  the  past  decade  as  a threat  to 
girls'  safety. 

Dating  and  Sexual  Violence 

As  girls  enter  adolescence,  they  begin  to  form  dating  relationships  Tor  the  first  time.  In 
some  cases,  these  new  relationships  can  lead  to  verbal,  physical,  or  sexual  violence. 

Dating  violence,  defined  as  being  "hit,  slapped,  or  physically  hurt  on  purpose  by  a 
boyfriend  or  girlfriend,"  affected  a relatively  small  portion  of  San  Francisco  girls  in  2009, 
just  under  7%.109  However,  this  number  remained  static  from  2001,  indicating  that  dating 
violence  is  a persistent  problem  among  girls  in  San  Francisco.  Dating  violence  also  occurs 
for  boys,  9%  of  whom  reported  having  been  victims  to  it  in  2009,  up  from  7%  in  2001. 


106  CEDAW  Ordinance  (2000),  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Administrative  Code  Sec. 
12K(l)(c). 

107  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families,  "Violence  Response 
Overview.”  <http://www.dcyf. org/Content.aspx?id=1330&note=1456&ekmensel=14_submenu_28_btnlink>, 
accessed  May  2012. 

108  Debbie  Chiodo,  et  al.,  "Impact  of  Sexual  Harassment  Victimization  by  Peers  on  Subsequent  Adolescent 
Victimization  and  Adjustment:  A Longitudinal  Study,"  Journal  of  Adolescent  Health,  September  2009  (Vol.  45, 
Issue  3,  Pages  246-252,  DOl:  10.1016/j.jadohealth.2009.01.006). 

10S  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Table  13." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  50,  June  4,  2010. 
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Figure  16:  Dating  Violence  among  San  Francisco  Public  High  School  Students,  by  Gender, 
2001110  and  2009U1 

Rape  is  also  a problem  for  a significant  group  of  San  Francisco  girls;  in  2009,  7%  of  girls 
surveyed  reported  having  been  forced  to  have  sexual  intercourse.  This  number  is  lower 
than  the  national  average  of  11%.112  Approximately  15%  of  Hispanic/Latina  girls  and  3% 
of  Asian  girls  reported  being  forced  to  have  sexual  intercourse  when  they  did  not  want  to. 
For  boys,  almost  5%  report  being  forced  to  have  sexual  intercourse  when  they  did  not 
want  to,  with  Hispanic/Latino  boys  reporting  9%.113  There  is  no  comparable  data  for  2001. 

Safety  at  School 

Schools  should  be  safe  places  for  all  youths;  however,  not  all  students  feel  that  they  are. 
The  Youth  Risk  Behavior  Surveillance  System  surveyed  a sampling  of  San  Francisco  public 
high  school  students  on  issues  that  included  bullying,  physical  fighting  on  school  grounds, 
weapons  at  school,  and  missing  school  out  of  fear.  Girls  experienced  all  of  these  problems 
at  a lower  rate  than  boys. 

Almost  5%  of  San  Francisco  public  school  girls  did  not  go  to  school  at  least  once  in  the  last 
year  because  they  felt  unsafe  at  or  on  their  way  to  school.  For  boys,  this  incidence  was 
9%.  Yet,  it  was  highest  for  Hispanic/Latina  girls,  as  10%  reported  that  they  missed  school 
because  they  felt  unsafe.134 


Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YR8SS  - United  Sates,  2001: 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/SS/SS5104.pdf>,  page  28,  June  28,  2002. 

111  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009: 

112  Ibid. 

113  Ibid. 

114  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009: 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  page  56,  June  4,  2010. 


Table  9." 

Table  13,"  page  50. 
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Table  13:  Safety  in  San  Francisco  Public  High  Schools  by  Gender,  2009115 
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Compared  to  2001,  somewhat  fewer  girls  were  victims  of  violence  at  school,  and  fewer 
girls  missed  school  because  they  felt  unsafe  in  2009.  However,  more  girls  carried  a 
weapon  on  school  property  in  2009  than  in  2001. 


In  a physical  fight  at  school 


Threatened/injured  with  a weapon  on 
school  property 


Carried  a weapon  on  school  property 


Missed  school  because  felt  unsafe 


B 2001  S 2009 

Figure  17:  High  School  Safety  among  San  Francisco  Public  High  School  Girls,  2001116  and 
2009 

Ten  percent  (10%)  of  girls  and  15%  of  boys  surveyed  were  bullied  on  school  grounds  in 
2009.117  There  is  no  comparable  data  on  bullying  at  school  in  2001.  However,  there  is 
data  on  verbal  harassment,  which  is  similar  to  bullying.  In  2001,  6%  of  San  Francisco 
public  high  school  girls  reported  a verbal  slur  about  their  gender  or  sexual  orientation, 


115  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Tables  17,  IS,  19  ." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  pages  54, 52, 56.  June  4,  2010. 

116  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2001:  Table  11." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/S5/SS5104.pdf>,  page  30,  June  28,  2002. 

117  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention,  "YRBSS  - United  Sates,  2009:  Tables  17." 
<http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/pdf/ss/ss5905.pdf>,  pages  54.  June  4,  2010. 
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27%  of  girls  had  experienced  a verbal  slur  about  their  weight,  size,  or  physical  appearance, 
and  19%  of  girls  had  experienced  a verbal  slur  about  their  race  or  ethnic  background.118 

Bullying  and  harassment  can  also  address  a student's  sexual  orientation.  The  2011 
California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  asked  a sampling  of  fifth  graders  in  San  Francisco  public 
schools  if  they  had  "heard  other  students  using  put-downs  or  name-calling  such  as  'fag'  or 
'that's  so  gay."'119  Almost  three  quarters  of  respondents  had  heard  these  kinds  of  slurs. 


Figure  18:  Fifth  Graders  in  San  Francisco  Public  Schools  who  had  Heard  Other  Students 
Use  Slurs  Based  on  Sexual  Orientation,  2011120 

Cyber  Bullying 

In  the  past  decade,  cyber  bullying  has  become  a prominent  form  of  harassment.  While 
we  could  find  no  local  data  focused  on  girls,  we  examined  cyber  bullying  and  Internet- 
based  harassment  nationally  and  internationally;  One  study,  which  surveyed  over  3,000 
girls  between  the  ages  of  8 and  17,  living  primarily  in  the  United  States,  Canada,  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  Australia  found  that  38%  of  girls  had  experienced  cyber  bulling, 
which  included  name-calling  and  spreading  gossip.121 


118  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District.  "High  School:  2001  Youth  Risk  Behavior  Surveillance  Survey." 

119  SFUSD-SFCSD  School  Board  Presentation,  April  24,  2012 


131  Amanda  Burgess-Proctor,  et  al.,  "Cyberbullying  and  Online  Harassment:  Reconceptualizing  the 
Victimization  of  Adolescent  Girls,"  in  Female  Crime  Victims : Reality  Reconsidered,  V.  Garcia  and  J.  Clifford 
(Eds.),  2010,  pages  162-176. 
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Table  14:  Nature  and  Location  of  Online  Victimization122  (n=3,141) 
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Been  threatened  by  others 
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11 

Picked  on  by  others 

9 

Been  made  fun  of  by  others 

8 

Been  scared  for  Safety 
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In  a chat  room 
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By  e-mail 
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7 
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5 

In  a newsgroup 

1 

The  study  also  examined  how  girls  were  affected  by  the  experience  (see  Table  16,  below). 
Of  the  1,203  girls  who  reported  being  bullied  online,  almost  35%  reported  feeling  angry, 
over  30%  felt  sad,  and  41%  were  frustrated  at  being  cyber  bullied.  Victims  also  reported 
that  bullying  affected  them  at  home  (27%)  and  at  school  (23%).  Participants  were  allowed 
to  select  multiple  responses  when  asked  about  the  effects  of  cyber  bulling. 


Table  15:  Effects  of  Bullying123  (n  = 1,203) 
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1 was  not  bothered 

32 

1 felt  sad 
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55 

It  affected  me  at  home 

27 

It  affected  me  at  school 

23 

While  the  numbers  may  vary  here  in  San  Francisco,  the  issue  does  not,  and  cyber  bulling  is 
a part  of  girls'  experiences  today. 


m Ibid,  page  168. 
123  Ibid,  page  172. 
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Education 


Ali  girls  have  a human  right  to  receive  an  education  that  will  help  them  to  succeed  in  the 
future.124  One  primary  area  that  may  indicate  future  success  is  preparation  in  science, 
technology,  engineering,  and  mathematics  (STEM)  fields,  which  we  focus  on  in  this  report. 

Competiveness  of  the  US  workforce  in  the  STEM  arena  is  essential  to  the  US  economy.  On 
average,  women  in  STEM  jobs  earn  more  money  than  other  working  women.  However, 
only  24%  of  STEM  employees  are  women,  compared  to  the  overall  rate  of  women  in  the 
workforce  at  48%.125 

According  to  a report  by  the  American  Association  of  University  Women,  "the  foundation 
for  a STEM  career  is  laid  early  in  life."126  Girls'  learning  can  be  affected  by  negative 
stereotypes,  especially  in  math.  Research  has  also  found  that  girls  hold  themselves  to  a 
higher  standard  in  math  and  science  than  do  boys.127  Even  with  good  grades  and  test 
scores,  fewer  girls  than  boys  aspire  to  STEM  careers.  It  is  important  for  girls  to  be 
encouraged  to  cultivate  an  interest  in  STEM  fields  from  a young  age. 

In  the  following  section,  we  present  data  on  San  Francisco  public  high  school  girls' 
enrollment  in  technology,  math,  and  science  classes  and  math  and  science  standardized 
test  scores  for  middle  and  high  school  students.  It  is  important  to  note  that,  although  the 
available  data  only  includes  public  schools,  a large  number  of  children  in  San  Francisco  go 
to  private  schools;  historically,  about  30%  of  San  Francisco  school-aged  children  were 
enrolled  in  private  schools.128 

Technology  Course  Enrollment 

Technology  and  computer  science  are  often  the  STEM  subjects  with  the  lowest  female 
representation.129  Women  in  STEM  careers  traditionally  earn  three  times  more  than  their 


124  CEDAW  Ordinance  (2000),  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  Administrative  Code  Sec. 
12K(l)(c). 

' 125  David  Beede  et  al.,  "Women  in  STEM:  A Gender  Gap  to  Innovation,  Executive  Summary."  US  Department 
of  Commerce. 

<http://www.esa.doc.gov/sites/defauit/files/reports/documents/womeninstemagaptoinnovation8311.pdf>, 
August  2011. 

126  American  Association  of  University  Women  (AAUW),  "Why  So  Few?  Women  in  Science,  Technology, 
Engineering,  and  Mathematics."  <http://www.aauw.org/learn/research/whysofew.cfm>,  2010. 

127  Science  Daily,  "Are  Women  Being  Scared  Away  From  Math,  Science,  And  Engineering  Fields?" 
<http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2007/10/071002131140>,  October  2007. 

128  California  Department  of  Education,  English  Learner  and  Curricular  Support  Division.  "California  Private 
Schools  Kindergarten  through  Grade  Twelve  Enrollment  and  Staff  Report  2008-09." 
<http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/si/ps/>,  March  2009. 

129  Caroline  Simard,  et  al.,  "Addressing  Core  Equity  Issues  in  K-12  Computer  Science  Education:  Identifying 
Barriers  and  Sharing  Strategies,"  Anita  Borg  Institute  for  Women  and  Technology. 
<http://anitaborg.org/files/ABI-csta-full-report.pdf>,  2010. 
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female  peers  in  other  jobs.  Thus  it  is  critical  that  young  women  are  prepared  for  this 
growing  field.130 

Enrollment  in  computer  classes  is  to  be  going  down  since  2001  for  both  girls  and  boys, 
perhaps  due  to  funding  cuts  to  education  and  which  classes  individual  schools  can  offer. 
Total  student  enrollment  in  Computer  Education  classes,  not  including  college-level 
Advanced  Placement  (AP)  Computer  Science  classes,  dropped  from  2,664  in  2000  to  743 
in  2010,  a 72%  decrease.131  For  girls,  the  drop  was  77%.  In  addition,  girls  had  low 
participation  rates  in  AP  Computer  Science  classes  in  2011,  at  14  girls.  During  the  2010- 
2011  school  year,  girls  made  up  35%  of  all  students  enrolled  in  computer  education 
classes  in  San  Francisco  public  high  schools.  This  number  was  down  from  42%  during  the 
2000-21 
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Figure  19:  Enrollment  in  Computer  Education  Courses  in  San  Francisco  by  Gender,  2000- 
2001  and  2010-2011133 

Math  and  Science  Enrollment 

Table  16  illustrates  enrollment  in  several  upper  level  high  school  science  and  math  classes 
for  the  2000-2001  and  2007-2008  school  years. 


130  David  Beede  et  a!.,  "Women  in  STEM:  A Gender  Gap  to  Innovation,  Executive  Summary."  US  Department 
of  Commerce. 

<http://www.esa.doc.gov/sites/default/files/reports/documents/womeninstemagaptolnnovatlon8311.pdf>, 
August  2011. 

131  This  decrease  could  be  caused,  in  part,  by  a decrease  in  overall  enrollment.  Over  the  same  10-year 
period,  total  enrollment  in  public  high  schools  in  San  Francisco  dropped  by  10%,  and  girls'  enrollment 
dropped  by  8%. 

132  California  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest,  "Course  Enrollments  by  County  (2000-01).* 
<http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/page2.3sp?level=County&subject=Course&submitl=Submit>. 

133  Ibid  and  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest,  "Course  Enrollments  by  County  (2010-01)." 
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Enrollment  rates  increased  for  boys  and  girls  in  all  of  these  subjects  from  2000-2001  to 
2007-2008.  The  most  notable  increase  was  in  1st  Year  Physics,  where  the  enrollment  rate 
of  both  girls  and  boys  almost  doubled.  For  all  of  these  subjects  except  Physics,  girls  were 
enrolled  at  higher  rates  than  boys  during  both  academic  years,  Also  during  both  school 
years,  girls'  and  boys'  rates  of  enrollment  were  significantly  lower  in  Advanced  Math  than 
they  were  in  Intermediate  Algebra,  indicating  that  many  students  drop  math  before 
reaching  the  most  advanced  levels.134 


Table  16:  Enrollment  in  Upper  Level  Math  and  Science  Courses  as  a Percent  of  Grade  9- 
12  Enrollment,  2000-2001  and  2007-2008135  
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Enrollment  in  upper  level  high  school  math  and  science  courses  varied  among  different 
ethnic  groups  (Table  17,  below).  During  the  2007-2008  school  year,  Asian  girls 
participated  in  Intermediate  Algebra,  Advanced  Math,  and  1st  Year  Chemistry  at  a higher 
rate,  above  25%  for  each  subject,  than  did  girls  in  other  ethnic  groups.  Girls  who  did  not 
report  belonging  to  one  ethnic  group  and  white  girls  enrolled  in  1st  Year  Physics  enrolled 
at  a higher  rate  than  did  other  girls,  although  each  group's  rate  of  enrollment  was  still 
below  20%.  American  Indian,  Pacific  Islander,  and  African  American  girls  had  some  of  the 
lowest  enrollment  rates  in  ali  four  of  these  courses.  Pacific  Islander,  Hispanic/Latina,  and 
especially  African  American  girls  enrolled  in  Advanced  Math  at  a much  lower  rate  than  in 
Intermediate  Algebra,  indicating,  again,  that  many  of  these  girls  drop  math  before  they 
reach  the  most  advanced  classes. 


134  Ibid. 

us  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest,  "Course  Enrollments  by  County  (2007-08).” 
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Table  17:  Female  Enrollment  in  Upper  Level  Math  and  Science  Courses  in  San  Francisco 
Public  Schools,  by  Ethnic  Group,  2007-2008136 


While  enrollment  rates  for  the  2007-2008  academic  year  in  these  four  upper  level  math 
and  science  classes  were  low,  they  were  all  much  higher  in  San  Francisco  than  they  were 
in  California  as  a whole.  Most  notably,  14%  of  San  Francisco  public  high  school  girls  were 
enrolled  in  1st  Year  Physics,  as  compared  to  the  state  average  of  high  school  girls  of  5%. 


136 


Ibid. 
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Standardized  STEM  Test  Scores 

Girls  in  San  Francisco  are  generally  enrolling  in  upper  level  math  and  science  courses  at 
higher  rates  than  boys,  but  their  scores  on  standardized  (STAR)  tests  are  close  to,  or  lower 
than,  boys'  scores.  STAR  tests  are  administered  annually  to  all  public  school  students, 
grades  2-12,  and  form  the  basis  for  statewide  rankings. 

Figure  21,  below,  shows  the  percentage  of  Proficient  or  Advanced  scores  on  math  and 
science  STAR  Tests  in  2011.  While  girls,  on  average,  scored  higher  than  or  close  to  the 
same  as  boys  in  many  math  and  science  classes,  boys'  scores  were,  on  average,  somewhat 
higher  in  Chemistry,  Physics,  and  Algebra  II.  The  one  difference  on  these  tests  was  on 
Summative  High  School  Math,  the  most  advanced  math  test,  where  70%  of  boys  who  took 
the  test  scored  Advanced  or  Proficient,  as  opposed  to  only  60%  of  girls.138 


137  Ibid  and  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest,  "Course  Enrollments  by  State  (2007-08).” 
<http://dq.cde.ca.gov/dataquest/crseiistl.asp?cChoice=StCrse&cYear=2007- 
08&cLevel=State&cTopic=Course&myTimeFrame=S&submitl=Submit>. 

138  California  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest:  STAR  Reporting,  2011  STAR,  Test  Results  Search  (Males) 
<http://star.cde.ca. gov/star2011/ViewReport.aspx?ps=true&lstTestYear=2011&lstTestType=C&lstCounty=3 
8&lstDistrict=&lstSchool=&lstGroup=8&lstSubGroup=3>  and  (Females) 

<http://star.cde.ca.  gov/star2011/ViewReport.aspx?ps=true&lstTestYear=2011&lstTestType=C8ilstCoiinty=3 
8&lstDistrict=&lst5chool=&lstGroup=8&lstSubGroup=4>. 
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General  Mathematics  (Grade  6 & 7 
Standards) 

Algebra  II 

Summative  High  School  Math 

Biology 

Chemistry 

Physics 

5th  Grade  Life  Science 

8th  Grade  Life  Science 

10th  Grade  Life  Science 


0%  10%  20%  30%  40%  50%  60%  70%  80% 

B Girls  3 Boys 

Figure  21:  STEM  Test  Scores  that  were  Proficient  or  Advanced,  by  Gender,  2011139 

While  fewer  girls  than  boys  in  San  Francisco  scored  Proficient  or  Advanced  on  the 
Summative  High  School  Math  STAR  Test  in  2011,  girls'  scores  in  the  subject  were  up  15% 
from  2003,  when  only  45%  of  girls  received  Proficient  or  Advanced  scores.  In  fact,  more 
girls  scored  well  on  all  math  and  science  STAR  tests  in  2011  than  in  2003  except  General 
Mathematics,  where  27%  of  girls  scored  Proficient  or  Advanced  in  2011,  down  3%  from 
2003  (Figure  22,  below).  There  is  no  data  on  the  Life  Science  STAR  tests  because  they  did 
not  exist  in  2003. 
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In  2011,  San  Francisco  girls  generally  scored  higher  on  math  and  science  STAR  Tests  than 
did  California  girls  as  a whole  (Figure  23,  below).  Particularly  notable  were  Summative 
Math,  Algebra  II,  and  Chemistry  scores,  where  11%,  8%,  and  6%  more  San  Francisco  girls 
had  high  scores  than  did  California  girls,  respectively.  The  only  subject  that  significantly 
more  girls  in  California  scored  higher  on  was  Physics.  In  that  subject,  46%  of  California 
girls  scored  Proficient  or  Advanced,  as  compared  to  36%  of  San  Francisco  girls. 


“California  Department  of  Education,  Dataquest:  STAR  Reporting,  2003  STAR,  Test  Results  Search 
(Females) 

<http://star.cde.ca  .gov/star2004/viewreport.asp?ps=true&lstTestYear=2004&lstTestType=C&lstCounty=38 
&lstDistrict=&lstSchool=&lstGroup=l&lstSubGroup=l>. 

“California  Department  of  Education,  DataQuest:  STAR  Reporting,  2011  STAR,  Test  Results  Search 
(Females) 
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Figure  23:  Girls'  STEM  Test  Scores  that  were  Proficient  or  Advanced,  San  Francisco  and 
California,  2011142 
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Conclusion 


Based  on  the  data  presented  in  Demographics,  Health,  Safety,  and  Education  sections  of 
this  report,  we  have  identified  several  trends  in  these  areas  for  girls  in  San  Francisco. 
Below  we  highlight  successes,  challenges,  and  recommendations. 


1.  Demographics 

In  the  past  10  years,  the  San  Francisco  girl  population  has  been  shrinking,  especially  within 
the  African  American  girl  population,  which  was  just  7%  of  the  total  gir!  population  in 
2010.  However,  in  San  Francisco,  African  American  girls  continue  to  make  up  more  than 
half  of  girls  in  foster  care  and  in  the  juvenile  justice  system.  Hispanic/Latina 
representation  in  foster  care  and  the  juvenile  justice  system  has  also  increased  in  the  past 
decade.  A review  of  practices  is  needed  as  to  why  these  two  populations  continue  to  be 
overrepresented  in  these  two  systems.  A review  of  best  practices  needs  to  be  examined 
in  order  to  improve  the  outcomes  for  young  African  American  and  Hispanic/Latina  women. 


A.  Trends:  Success  and  Challenges 

i.f.  The  girl  and  boy  populations  are 
decreasing  in  San  Francisco.  There 
were  4%  fewer  girls  of  color  from 
2000  to  2010,  due  in  part  to  a 
decrease  in  African  Americans. 

1.2.  The  population  of  African  American 
girls  in  San  Francisco  decreased 
from  12%  in  2000  to  7%  in  2010. 

Yet  nearly  half  of  these  girls  live  in 
poverty  arid  African  American  girls 
account  for  58%  of  all  girls  in  foster 
care  and  59%  of  girls  in  Juvenile 
Hall. 

1.3.  Arrests  of  girls  decreased  by  36% 
between  2001  and  2009,  and  the 
average  time  girls  spent  in  custody 
has  been  cut  in  half.  There  was  also 
a 45%  decrease  in  the  number  of 
girls  in  foster  care  from  2002  to 

. 2010. 

1.4.  San  Francisco  Hispanic/Latina  girls 

--  • saw  an  increase  in  referrals  to  foster 
care  (16%-25%  of  all  foster  care 
girls,  2002-2010)  and  Juvenile  Hall 
(14%-24%  of  all  Juvenile  Hall  girls, 
&^2006:2009y^>^g^-Vv^#^-  " 


BA|_RTwm'm^^a^ohs  igjil  A J iMHB 

^^^SarT^alicisco^^dWsfdn  fetainjng'^^:. 
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2.  Health 

There  have  been  both  positive  and  negative  trends  in  the  area  of  girls'  health  over  the 
past  10  years  and  somewhat  stagnant  news  about  girls  and  dieting.  The  majority  of  San 
Francisco  girls  are  not  getting  enough  exercise  every  day,  and  close  to  half  of  5th,  7th,  and 
9th  graders  could  not  pass  at  least  5 of  the  6 California  Physical  Fitness  Test  Standards.  A 
better  understanding  is  needed  as  to  the  factors  that  affect  girls'  exercise,  such  as  access 
to  afterschool  sports  programs  and  public  awareness  campaigns  about  physical  activity. 


Trends:  Success  and  Challenges 

2.1.  Generally;  in  most  categories,  San 
Francisco  girls' physical  fitness 
decreased  from  2001  to  2011,  while 
boys' fitness  improved  slightly.  The 
percent  of  both  girls  and  boys  who 
were  not  in  the  Healthy  Fitness  Zone 
for  Body  Composition  increased 

: dramatically  by  about  10%  in  girls  and 
boys.  As  of  2011,  20-29%  of  girls  have 
an  increased  health  risk  due  to  body 
composition. 

2.2.  In  2009, 19%  of  girls  in  San  Francisco; 
public  high  schools  were  overweight, 
yet  37%  (almost  double)  considered 
themselves  overweight;  and  almost 
60%  were  trying  to  lose  weight.  This 
trend  was  not  true  for  boys. 

2.3.  There  was  a decrease  in  girls  reporting 
depression  from  33%  in  2001  to  27% 
in  2009.  Boys  also  saw  a decrease. 

2.4.  Drinking  and  marijuana  use  have 

■ decreased  for  girls  from  2001  to  2009, 
by  7%  and  9%,  respectively.  Smoking 
has  dropped  by  17%. 

2.5.  There  was  a dramatic  51%  decrease  in. 

C teen  pregnancy  from  2000  to  2010. 

Hispanic/Latina  girls  account  for  52% 
and  African  American  girls  account  for 

" 26%  of  ail  teen  pregnancies.  STDs 

"■  ■"  have  remained  consistently  higher  in 
girls  than  in  boys.  


B.  Recommendations 

2:1-'  The  decrease  in  overall  fitness  for  girls 
is  cause  for  alarm.  Healthy  San 
■■■■■••■ ? Francisco "the  San  Francisco  Unified 
^^-SchborDistrict/  an’d  the' Department  of 
■ ^ Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families 
may  want  to  explore  how  best  to  : 

.......  . reach  out  to  this  population  to  reverse 

j^J^lhe^e  trends^" 


s^2?2^THe?cootm u;ed;trendrof gir.lssjosingy  - 
yi  .weight^ven  when  they  are  not 

' media’s  obsession  with  the  issue  of 

. ... 

| ^weight'and^thej:onstantimage"s  that 
. bombard  girls  every  day..  Media 
|||§§ literacy  groups  like  Aboutface  and  | 

IfX  rc’ct?2>  rtroc  oritTt ! i-j 


i O^  successful-focus  on  decreasirigleen  f 


143  California  Department  of  Public  Health,  "California's  Teen  Birth  Rate  Drops  to  Record  Low,"  March  20, 
2012.  <http://www.cdph.ca.gov/Pages/NR12-012.aspx>. 
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3.  Safety 

Compared  to  10  years  ago,  fewer  girls  are  in  physical  fights  at  school  or  skip  school 
because  they  feel  unsafe.  However,  these  issues  continue  to  be  important,  especially 
among  Hispanic/Latina  girls,  who  experienced  bullying  and  violence  at  school  at  higher 
rates  in  2009  than  did  girls  in  general.  There  is  also  a need  for  research  as  to  why 
particular  groups  experience  varying  degrees  of  bullying  and  different  rates  of  physical 
violence,  and  how  technology  has  or  has  not  contributed  to  these  trends. 


A.  Trends:  Success  and  Challenges 

3.1.  San  Francisco  high  school  girls 
reported  dating  violence  at  nearly 
the  same  rate  in  2009  as  in  2001 
(7%).  7%  of  girls  in  2009  reported 
being.forced  to  have  sexual 
intercourse.  The  rate  was 
significantly  higher  for 

: Hispanic/Latina  girls  (15%). 

3.2.  Girls  experienced  physical  fights  at 
school  at  the  same  rate  in  2001  and 
2009,  but  there  was  a decrease  in  the 
number  of  girls  who  missed  school 
because  they  felt  unsafe  (7%  ip  2001, 
5%  in  2009). 

3.3.  Bullying  became  a major  issue  in 
2009,  with  10%  of  girls  and  15%  of 
boys  reporting  having  experienced  it. 
Again,  Hispanic/Latina  girls  reported 
a higher  level  of  being  bullied  (15%). 
Cyber  bullying  has  emerged  as  the 
newest  form  of  harassment. 


ETr^R  e c 6 m rh  e nd  a t i ° 

~~"^^lrera|^|g»ris,^peri|e^nEcla^ffi>~ 

Id  be  reexamined 
§jgp||  0e*wha  ti  sfwo  r kin  g .be^ocWh 

. . other  practices  ate  needed  to  address 

^:3V2|gullyrn&:and'^berbuUrngfneecl.fp  be  J 
^^^p^^j^^p^^rogMp^rtp^corti  6atjtrT 
--^'should  be  increased" H ** — 

3.3.  Hispanic/Latina  girls  appear  to  . . 
experience  both  violence  arid  bullying  ’ 

5-  "~athigheT 'ites  tharTdVall  girlf^  1||I1S1 
^_CuituralJy  appropriate  programsjieed, 

address  this  subject 


4.  Education 

San  Francisco  girls'  enrollment  in  technology  and  computer  science  classes  has  remained 
low  over  the  past  decade.  Enrollment  in  upper  level  math  and  science  classes  has 
increased,  although  enrollment  for  girls  drops  in  the  most  advanced  math  classes  and  is 
particularly  low  in  physics.  Asian  girls  are  the  best  represented  racial  or  ethnic  group  in 
these  subjects,  while  Pacific  Islander,  Hispanic/Latina,  and  African  American  girls  have 
especially  low  participation  rates.  Standardized  test  scores  are  also  lower  for  girls  than 
boys  in  upper  level  math,  chemistry,  and  physics.  A focus  on  what  strategies  work  to  both 
attract  girls  of  all  racial  and  ethnic  backgrounds  to  take  these  so-called  STEM  classes,  and 
how  to  help  them  succeed  in  these  subjects  is  critical  to  the  future  success  of  girls  in  this 
field. 
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A.  . Trends:  Success  and  Challenges 
4.1.  Total  enrollment  in  computer 
education  classes  dropped  by  72% 

" from  2000  to  2010.  For  girls  alone, 

• ' the  drop  was  77%. 

' 4.2.  In  2010-2011,  very  few  girls  enrolled 

in  AP  computer  science  classes  ,(14), 
and  girls  made  up  just  over  one-third 
(35%)  of  total  enrollment  in  all  other 
computer  education  courses! 

4.3.  While  still  low,  overall  enrollment  has 
improved  and  remains  higher  for  girls 
than  boys  in  most  upper  level  math 
and  science  classes.  However, 
standardized  test  scores  in  these 
areas  are  somewhat  lower  for  girls 
than  boys  in  most,  but  not  all,  areas. 

4.4.  In  upper  level  math  and  science 
classes,  Asian  girls  are  the  best 

; represented  racial  or  ethnic  group. 
Pacific  Islander,  Hispanic/Latina,  and 
especially  African  American  girls  have 
low  participation  rates. 


igjg 

I n Bti  a tiygrg  j rCCp  a rt  n ers  h j : S an 

Francisco  and  Silicon  Valley  companies 


STEM  encouragement,  modeling,  and 
H mentoring  should  be  increased,  as' 
showcased  on  the  recent  White.  House  . 
video  featuring  a California  girl  studying 
science.'" 

.3.  Part  of  any  future  economic 
It^de.veldpment  packaiges  should  include 
. investing  in  STUM  education  with  a 
■'  focus  on  expanding  girls',  participation. 


This  report.  An  Update  on  Girls  in  San  Francisco:  A Decade  of  Success  and  Challenges, 
follows  up  on  A Report  on  Girls  in  San  Francisco:  Benchmarks  for  the  Future  (2003),  looks 
at  emerging  trends  in  the  lives  of  girls,  and  reexamines  key  findings.  Using  the  2003  Girls 
Report  as  a baseline,  we  have  seen  many  improvements  in  the  lives  of  our  youth  in  San 
Francisco  over  the  past  decade,  especially  among  girls.  Yet  disturbing  trends  remain  that 
demand  attention  and  redoubled  efforts  in  order  to  ensure  positive  change  over  the  next 
decade. 

We  welcome  further  insights  and  research,  and  look  to  community  partners,  educators,  researchers,  and 
policy  makers  to  help  change  the  course  for  the  next  generation  of  girls  in  San  Francisco. 


44  White  House  Council  on  Women  and  Girls,  " Girls  in  STEM/  April  30,  2012. 
<http://www.whitehouse.gov/biog/2012/04/24/next-generation-girls-stem>. 
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F|[_EN0  RESOLUTION  NO.  1112— 11 

[Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide 
Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate  (AB  2547)] 

Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide 
office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate,  which,  as  laid  out  in  Assembly  Bill  2547,  would 
improve  coordination  of  services,  reduce  barriers  to  service  provision,  reduce 
expenditures  related  to  overlapping  services,  and  ensure  quality  of  services  provided. 

WHEREAS,  While  there  has  been  an  increase  in  homeless  youth  in  California  since 
the  1980s,  there  have  not  been  significant  new  resources  dedicated  to  this  population  in  this 
time;  and 

WHEREAS,  Due  to  the  rise  in  foreclosures,  unemployment  and  other  factors, 
homelessness  is  on  the  rise  across  the  country;  and 

WHEREAS,  Nationally  there  are  between  1.6  and  2.1  million  youth  ages  12-24  who  are 
homeless  over  the  course  of  a year;1  and 


WHEREAS,  There  are  an  estimated  12,000  to  15,000  homeless  youth  living  on  Los 
Angeles  County  streets  and  another  10,000  living  in  the  Bay  Area;2  and 

WHEREAS,  In  Contra  Costa  County  there  was  a 37%  increase  in  youth  homelessness 
between  2010  and  201 1;3  and 


1 http://cahomelessvouth.librarv.ca.gov/docs/pdf/A-QuickOverview-of-HY-inCA.i3df. 

2 httpV/covenanthousecalifornia.orq/statistics-pq.php. 

3 http://newamaricamedia.org/201 1/1  O/vouth-homelessness-on-the-rise-in-richmondrCa 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—11 


WHEREAS,  The  majority  of  these  youth  will  not  receive  access  to  housing  services 
because  of  a lack  of  funding;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  Los  Angeles  there  are  only  468  beds  that  are  supposed  to  serve  12,000 
to  15,000  youth;4  and 

WHEREAS,  While  there  are  many  organizations  in  California  that  serve  homeless 
youth,  there  is  little  collaboration  between  nonprofits  and  government-funded  programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  creation  of  a statewide  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  Advocate,  as 
laid  out  in  Assembly  Bill  2547  (Blumenfield),  which  is  currently  being  considered  by  the 
California  State  Legislature,  would  improve  the  coordination  of  services  for  homeless  youth; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Office  Homeless  Youth  Advocate  would  also  save  the  state  money  by 
reducing  expenditures  related  to  overlapping  of  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Overall,  the  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth  advocate  would  reduce  barriers 
to  service  and  ensure  that  more  homeless  youth  are  provided  with  quality  services  that  will 
greatly  improve  their  living  conditions  and  lives;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  Mayor  Lee  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  AB  2547  and  the  creation  of  a statewide  Office  of  the 
Homeless  Youth  Advocate. 

4 http://covenanthousecalifornia.org/statistics-pq.php. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112— 12 

[Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of 
required  LGBT  cultural  competency  trainings  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  (AB  1856)] 

Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to 
support  Assembly  Bill  1856,  which  would  require  caregivers  of  foster  youth  to  be 
trained  in  cultural  competency  and  best  practices  for  providing  adequate  care  for 
lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  transgender,  queer  and  questioning  (LGBTQQ)  youth. 

WHEREAS,  Lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  transgender,  queer  and  questioning  (LGBTQQ) 
youth  are  more  susceptible  to  harassment,  violence,  and  discrimination  than  their  straight 
counterparts;  and, 

WHEREAS,  26%  of  LGBTQQ  youth  are  forced  to  leave  their  families  of  origin  as  a 
result  of  conflicts  with  their  parents  regarding  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender  identity,  and 
many  of  these  LGBTQQ  youth  end  up  on  the  street,  but  some  go  to  foster  homes;1  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  very  few  studies  of  LGBTQQ  foster  youth,  but  one  study  in  New 
York  City  found  that  100%  of  LGBTQQ  youth  in  New  York  City  group  homes  reported  that 
they  were  verbally  harassed  on  the  basis  of  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender  identity  while  at 
their  group  home,  70%  reported  physical  violence  due  to  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender 
identity;2  and 

WHEREAS,  78%  were  removed  or  ran  away  from  their  foster  placements  as  a result  of 


1 http://www.youthprideri.org/Resources/Statistics/tabid/227/Default.aspx 

2 http://www.youthprideri.org/Resources/Statistics/tabid/227/Default.aspx 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—12 


hostility  toward  their  sexual  orientation  or  gender  identity,  and  56%  spent  time  living  on  the 
streets  because  they  felt  “safer”  there  than  they  did  living  in  their  group  or  foster  home;3  and 

WHEREAS,  78%  of  LGBTQ  foster  youth  don't  feel  safe  in  their  group  homes  because 
of  their  gender  identity  and/or  sexual  orientation  (2);4  and 

WHEREAS,  LGBTQQ  foster  youth  face  a great  deal  of  disadvantages,  under  the  law 
they  deserve  equal  access  to  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Assembly  Bill  1865  (Ammiano),  which  is  currently  being  considered  by  the 
California  State  Legislature,  would  require  existing  training  programs  for  caregivers  of  foster 
youth  to  include  cultural  competency  training  to  best  meet  the  needs  of  LGBTQQ  foster  youth, 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  Mayor  Lee  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  AB  1865,  such  that  providers  of  foster  youth  can  be 
adequately  trained  to  meet  the  unique  needs  of  LGBTQQ  foster  youth. 


3 Ibid. 

4 Ibid. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1112 — 13^ 


[Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  ban  on  ineffective  and  harmful 
conversion  therapy  for  persons  under  18  (SB  1172)] 

Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  protect  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual, 
transgender,  queer,  or  questioning  (LGBTQQ)  youth  by  supporting  a California  ban  on  efforts 
to  change  youth’s  sexual  orientation. 

WHEREAS,  Being  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  transgender,  queer,  or  questioning  (LGBTQQ)  is  not 
a disease,  a disorder,  illness,  deficiency,  or  shortcoming;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  major  professional  associations  of  mental  health  practitioners  and 
researchers  in  the  United  States  have  recognized  these  facts  for  nearly  40  years;1  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  a small  fraction  of  mental  health  professionals  that  practice  conversion 
therapy,  also  known  as  reparative  therapy,  which  is  an  effort  to  change  one’s  sexual  orientation  and/or 
gender  identity  from  LGBTQQ  into  a straight  and  gender  conforming  person;  and 

WHEREAS,  Conversion  therapy  is  not  a form  of  psychiatry  or  psychology  because  its  origins 
are  from  religious  ideology,  not  science;  and 

WHEREAS,  Telling  LGBTQQ  youth  at  such  a vulnerable  age  that  who  they  are  is  not 
acceptable  further  shames  and  dehumanizes  them  when  they  already  receive  that  message  every  day 
through  the  bullies  at  school  and  on  the  streets;  and 


' American  Psychological  Association,  Report  on  the  American  Psychological  Association  Task  Force  on 
Appropriate  Responses  to  Sexual  Orientation,  2009.  http://sd28.senate.ca.gov/news/2012-04-23-senate-panel- 
cracks-down-deceptive-sexual-orientation-conversion-'therapies. 
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WHEREAS,  Conversion  therapy  by  definition  is  an  attempt  to  forcefully  change  people’s 
naturally  occurring  sexual  orientation  and  gender  identity  and  replace  it  with  a straight  orientation;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  the  past  40  years  "reparative  therapists"  have  not  produced  any  rigorous 
scientific  research  to  substantiate  their  claims  of  cure;  and 

WHEREAS,  “Not  only  is  homosexuality  'not  a choice,’  as  most  efforts  to  try  and  change  a 
person's  sexual  orientation  fail,  but  some  attempts  to  change  can  cause  harm  and  damage  to  an 
individual’s  well-being,"  as  Dr.  Jack  Drescher,  MD,  a Distinguished  Fellow  of  the  American  Psychiatric 
Association  and  a member  of  the  DSM-5  Workgroup  on  Sexual  and  Gender  Identity  Disorders,  has 
said;2  and 

WHEREAS,  Conversion  therapy  is  routinely  forced  on  young  people  without  their  consent;  and 

WHEREAS,  Practitioners  of  conversion  therapy  can  use  various  methods  including  prayer, 
exorcism,  counseling,  aversion  therapy  (i.e. -shocking  people  while  showing  gay  images),  lobotomies, 
torture,  and  rape;  and 

WHEREAS,  One  gay  youth  in  Iowa  was  beaten  repeatedly  by  his  father,  a pastor,  after  coming 
out  at  age  12,  after  which  he  was  “told  he  had  AIDS,  that  he  was  the  only  gay  person  in  the  country 
and  the  government  would  kill  him  if  they  found  out.  His  hands  [were]  burned  and  frozen  with  ice  while 
he  was  shown  images  of  men  hugging”  and  was  electrocuted  for  a month  while  shown  explicit  pictures 
of  men.  [He]  has  since  been  excommunicated  by  his  family  and  warned  by  his  father  that  he  will  shoot 

2 “The  Lies  and  Dangers  of  Reparative  Therapy,”  Human  Rights  Commission, 
http://www.hrc.orQ/resources/entrv/the-lies-and-danqers-of-reparative-theraDV 
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him  if  he  ever  comes  home;”3  and 

WHEREAS,  The  American  Psychological  Association  convened  a Task  Force  on  Appropriate 
Therapeutic  Responses  to  Sexual  Orientation,  which  concluded,  "Sexual  orientation  change  efforts 
can  pose  critical  health  risks  to  lesbian,  gay,  bisexual  [transgender,  queer,  and  questioning]  people 
including  confusion,  depression,  guilt,  helplessness,  hopelessness,  shame,  social  withdrawal, 
suicidality,  substance  abuse,  stress,  disappointment,  self-blame,  decreased  self  esteem  and 
authenticity  to  others,  increased  self-hatred,  hostility  and  blame  toward  parents,  feelings  of  anger  and 
betrayal,  loss  of  friends  and  potential  romantic  partners,  problems  in  sexual  and  emotional  intimacy, 
sexual  dysfunction,  high-risk  sexual  behaviors,  a feeling  of  being  dehumanized  and  untrue  to  self,  a 
loss  of  faith,  and  a sense  of  wasted  time  and  resources;”4  and 

WHEREAS,  Every  major  medical  and  psychiatric  association  has  come  out  stating  that  sexual 
orientation  and  gender  identity  cannot  be  changed,  including  the  American  Academy  of  Pediatrics, 
American  Counseling  Association,  American  Federation  of  Teachers,  American  Psychological 
Association,  The  Interfaith  Alliance,  National  Association  of  School  Psychologists,  National  Association 
of  Social  Workers,  National  Association  of  Secondary  School  Principals,  and  the  National  Education 
Association;5 6  and 

WHEREAS,  Many  of  the  biggest  supporters  of  conversion  therapy  have  since  come  out  saying 
that  this  therapy  is  harmful  and  ineffective;  and 

3 Paul  Bentley,  "'Tiny  needles  were  stuck  into  my  fingers  and  I was  electrocuted':  Victim  of  Baptist  gay 
conversion  therapy  describes  how  he  was  tortured  at  12,"  The  Daily  Mail,  October  7,  2011, 
http://www.dailvmail.co.uk/news/article-2046324A/ictim-Qav-conversion-therapy-describes-tortured-aqed- 

12.html#ixzz1xtOasTVd 

4 American  Psychological  Association,  Report  on  the  American  Psychological  Association  Task  Force  on 

Appropriate  Responses  to  Sexual  Orientation. 

6 http://leqinfo.leqislature.ca.aov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml7bill  id=201 120120SB1 172. 
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WHEREAS,  The  founders  and  leaders  of  Exodus  International,  the  largest  conversion  therapy 
organization,  have  issued  a formal  apology  explaining  that  efforts  to  change  sexual  orientation  are 
ineffective  (all  the  leaders  have  since  come  out  as  gay),  and  dangerous,  and  have  been  quoted  as 
saying,  “No  one  was  really  becoming  ‘ex-gay.'  Who  were  we  fooling?  By  calling  ourselves  ‘ex-gay’  we 
were  lying  to  ourselves  and  to  others.  We  were  hurting  people;"6  and 

WHEREAS,  The  father  of  modern  psychiatry,  Robert  L.  Spitzer,  whose  work  has  been  used  to 
support  conversion  therapy,  recently  came  out  as  saying  he  made  a grave  mistake  in  supporting  this 
harmful  practice  saying  “You  know,  it’s  the  only  regret  I have;"7  and 

WHEREAS,  California  Senate  Bill  1172  (Lieu)  would  protect  LGBTQQ  youth  from  this 
dangerous  and  ineffective  treatment  by  banning  the  sexual  orientation  change  efforts  on  persons 
under  1 8;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  strongly  urges  the  Mayor  and  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  protect  LGBTQQ  youth  by  supporting  SB1 172,  banning  conversion  therapy  for  youth 
and  be  it  further;  and  be  it 

FINALLY  RESOLVED,  That,  in  the  event  that  SB1 172  does  not  pass  statewide,  the  San 
Francisco  Youth  Commission  encourages  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  craft  a similar  ordinance 


6 http://www.reliqioustolerance.org/hom  expr.htm.  http://www.beyondexgay.com/article/busseeapology. 

7 Benedict  Carey,  “Psychiatry  Giant  Sorry  for  Backing  Gay  'Cure',”  New  York  Times,  May  18.  2012, 
http://www.nvtimes.com/2012/05/19/health/dr-robert-l-spitzer-noted-psvchiatrist-aDoloaizes-for-studv-on-qay- 

cure.html?  r=1. 
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banning  so  called  conversion  therapy  in  youth,  and  creating  a disclaimer  adults  must  read  and  sign 
before  seeking  this  harmful  treatment. 
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[Calling  on  the  City  to  Set  Limits  to  the  Number  of  Tobacco  Retail  Permits  in  All  Supervisorial 
Districts] 

Resolution  to  support  setting  limits  to  the  number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  in  all 
supervisorial  districts  in  San  Francisco. 

WFIEREAS,  Evidence  shows  that  greater  exposure  to  stores  that  sell  tobacco  is 
strongly  linked  to  higher  smoking  rates  and  tobacco-related  harms1;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  costs  of  tobacco-related  disease  and  death  are  close  to  $500  million 
each  year  for  San  Francisco2; 


WHEREAS,  Higher  tobacco  retail  density  encourages  smoking  by  making  cigarettes 
more  accessible  and  available,  by  normalizing  tobacco  use,  and  through  increasing 
environmental  cues  to  smoke;3  and 


1 See  Novak,  S.  P.,  Reardon,  S.F.,  Raudenbush,  S.  W.,  & Buka,  S.  L.  (2006).  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and 
youth  cigarette  smoking:  a propensity  modeling  approach.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health,  96,  670-676; 
Chuang,  J-C.,  Cubbin,  C.,  Ahn,  D.,  & Winkleby,  M.  A.  (2005).  Effects  of  neighbourhood  socioeconomic  status 
and  convenience  store  concentration  on  individual  level  smoking,  Journal  of  Epidemiology  and  Community 
Health , 59,  568-573;  Henriksen,  L,  Feighery,  E.  C.,  Schleicher,  N.  C.,  Cowling,  D.  W.,  Kline,  R.  S.,  & Fortmann, 

S.  P.  (2008).  Is  adolescent  smoking  related  to  the  density  and  proximity  of  tobacco  outlets  and  retail  cigarette 
advertising  near  schools?  Preventive  Medicine,  47,  210-214.;  and  Leatherdale,  S.  T,  & Strath,  J.M.  (2007). 
Tobacco  Retailer  Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Cigarette  Access  Behaviors  Among  Underage  Smoking 
Students.  Annals  of  Behavioral  Medicine,  33(1),  105-111.  Chapman  S,  Freeman  B;  Regulating  the  tobacco  retail 
environment:  beyond  reducing  sales  to  minors.  Tob  Control  2009.  18(6):  496-501. 

2 In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to  be  $475  per  resident  or  $3,331  per 
smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly  $15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs.  [Max,  W.,  Rice  D.  P.,  Zhang,  X.,  Sung  H-Y,  & 
Miller,  L.  (2002).  The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of  Health 
Services.)  In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smoking  in  California  were  estimated  to  be  $475  per  resident  or 
$3,331  per  smoker,  for  a total  of  nearly  $15.8  billion  in  smoking-related  costs  (1999  dollars)  Max  W,  Rice  DP, 
Zhang  X,  Sung  H-Y,  Miller  L.  The  Cost  of  Smoking  in  California,  1999.  Sacramento,  CA:  California  Department  of 
Health  Services,  2002.  Those  same  costs  in  2008  would  be  $690  per  resident  or  $4,924  per  smoker. 

3 Henriksen  L et  al.  2008.  See  also  Chapman  S and  Freeman  B:  Regulating  the  tobacco  retail  environment: 
beyond  reducing  sales  to  minors.  Tob  Control  2009.  18(6):  496-501.  See  also  Chuang,  J.  et  al.  2005,  and 
Novak  et  al  2006. 
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WHEREAS,  Higher  exposure  to  tobacco  products  results  in  increased  youth  smoking 
rates; 4 and 

WHEREAS,  Research  shows  that  the  greater  the  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets,  the 
more  likely  a neighborhood  is  at  risk  for  tobacco  related  death  and  disease,  specifically  low- 
income  communities5;  and 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  residents  are  not  impacted  equally  by  exposure  to  tobacco 
retail  outlets;  and 


WHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  most  disadvantaged  neighborhoods  are 
disproportionately  impacted  by  high  tobacco  retail  density.  The  six  supervisorial  districts  with 
the  highest  proportions  of  tobacco  retail  by  population  (3,  5,  6,  9,  10,  and  11)  also  have  the 
lowest  median  household  incomes  in  the  city.  African  American  and  Latino  residents  are  more 
likely  to  live  in  districts  with  the  highest  number  of  outlets;6  and 


WHEREAS,  Youth  continue  to  have  ready  access  to  tobacco  in  San  Francisco,  and  the 
most  recent  California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  data  of  the  SFUSD  revealed  that  51%  of  9th 
graders  thought  it  was  "fairly  easy”  or  "very  easy”  to  obtain  cigarettes;7  and 


4 Novak,  et  ai.  2006 

5 Chuang,  Et  al.  2005 

6 “San  Francisco  Socio-Economic  Profile,  2005-2009  American  Community  Survey”,  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department;  Office  of  the  Treasurer-Tax  Collector,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  San  Francisco  Department 
of  Public  Health,  Tobacco  Free  Project. 

7 Wested.  (n.d.).  California  Healthy  Kids  Survey  San  Francisco  County  Main  Technical  Report  Report  2010-1 1 1 
Retrieved  on  April  18,  2012  http://chks.wested.org/reports/search. 


Commissioners  LaCroix,  Ontiveros 
SAN  FRANCISCO  YOUTH  COMMISSION 


Page  2 
6/15/2012 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—14 


WHEREAS,  A recent  California  study  shows  that  student-smoking  rates  are  higher  for 
schools  that  had  tobacco  outlets  within  a thousand  feet  of  the  school; 8 and 

WHEREAS,  in  San  Francisco  over  60%  of  tobacco  retail  outlets  are  within  a thousand 
feet  of  schools; 9 and 

WHEREAS,  Reducing  the  concentration  of  tobacco  outlets  with  permits  to  seil  tobacco, 
particularly  in  more  vulnerable  communities,  can  reduce  smoking  rates  and  decrease  tobacco 
related  harms;10  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Institute  of  Medicine — the  US’  premier  advisory  body  on  health 
policy — recommends  regulations  to  reduce  the  number  and  density  of  tobacco  outlets  to 
reduce  tobacco-related  disease  and  death; 11  and 


WHEREAS,  Amending  and  adding  to  Article  19  in  the  San  Francisco  City  and  County 
Health  Code  to  limit  the  number  of  tobacco  permits  available  to  a supervisorial  district  to  5 for 


8 See  Leatherdale,  S.  T,  & Strath,  J.M.  (2007).  Tobacco  Retailer  Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Cigarette 
Access  Behaviors  Among  Underage  Smoking  Students.  Annals  of  Behavioral  Medicine , 33(1),  105-111;  and 
Henrikesen,  L et  al  2008. 

9 “Supervisory  and  Planning  Districts  and  Schools,  Tobacco  Outlet  counts  in  San  Francisco’.  S.F.  Dept,  of  Public 
Health,  2011. 

10 Novak,  S.  P.,  Reardon,  S.F.,  Raudenbush,  S.  W.,  & Buka,  S.  L.  (2006).  Retail  tobacco  outlet  density  and 
youth  cigarette  smoking:  a propensity  modeling  approach.  American  Journal  of  Public  Health,  96,  670-676; 
Heniiksen,  L,  Feighery,  E.  C.,  Schleicher,  N.  C.,  Cowling,  D.  W.,  Kline,  R.  S.,  & Fortmann,  S.  P.  (2008).  Is 
adolescent  smoking  related  to  the  density  and  proximity  of  tobacco  outlets  and  retail  cigarette  advertising  near 
schools?  Preventive  Medicine,  47,  210-214.;  Chan,  Wing  C.,  and  Scott  T.  Leatherda’e.  (2011).Tobacco  Retailer 
Density  Surrounding  Schools  and  Youth  Smoking  Behaviour:  A Multi-level  Analysis.  Tobacco  Induced  Diseases 
9.1,  9.;  Lipperman-Kreda,  Ph.D.,  Sharon,  Joel  W.  Grube,  Ph.D.,  and  Karen  B.  Friend,  Ph.D.  (201"')  Lccai 
Tobacco  Policy  and  Tobacco  Outlet  Density:  Associations  With  Youth  Smoking.  Journal  of  Adolescent  Health 
11  Institute  of  Medicine  (IOM).  Ending  the  Tobacco  Problem:  A Blueprint  for  the  Nation.  Washington  DC:  National 
Academies  Press.  2007. 
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1 each  10,000  residents  in  that  district  will  significantly  limit  exposure  to  tobacco  outlets  and 

2 reduce  harms  to  youth  and  community  residents  in  all  San  Francisco  Districts;  and 

3 

4 WHEREAS,  The  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force  as  well  as  the  San  Francisco 

5 Department  of  Public  Health  supports  emerging  efforts  to  provide  technical  assistance  and 

6 resources  to  assist  corner  stores  to  shift  their  dependency  away  from  selling  commodities  that 

7 are  harming  our  communities;  now  therefore,  be  it 

8 

9 RESOLVED,  In  order  to  protect  the  health  of  all  San  Francisco  residents,  the  San 

1 0 Francisco  Youth  Commission  supports  in  concept  reducing  the  disproportionate  exposure  of 

1 1 tobacco  caused  by  higher  tobacco  density  in  areas  with  high  numbers  of  people  of  color,  low 

12  income  residents,  and  youth  by  setting  a limit  on  the  number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  that 

13  applies  to  all  supervisorial  districts. 
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Youth  Leadership  Evaluation 

Student  Advisory  Council  YEFAB 

Youth  Warriors 

1.  How  useful  were  the  orientations/retreats  this  past  year? 

Very  helpful  Somewhat  helpful  Not  helpful 


O O O 

How  so?  How  not? 


P OC  \JYr\ 

Which  group/program  are  you  filling  this  myHtfr? 

Youth  Commission  Youth  Advisory  Council 


4.  How  much  did  you  enjoy  coming  to  meetings? 

A lot  A little  Not  at  all 
O O O 

What  would  make  the  environment  more  welcoming  and  comfortable? 


5.  What  would  you  like  more  of? 

t-on-l  with  staff 

Time  with  peers 

Group  projects 

Trainings 

O 

Off-site  meetings 

O 

Work  with  CBOs 

O 

O 

O 

Why? 

O 

O 

O 

6.  What  else  would  Improve  your  experience?  Be  specific  and  honest!  © 


7.  How  would  you  describe  your  experience  this  year? 


Staff  Review 

Please  indicate  the  degree  to  which  you  interacted  with  each  stoffer  and  answer  the  questions  the  best  you  can 


Mario  Yedldla  (Youth  Commission) 
We  worked  together: 

A lot  A little  Not  much 
0 O O 


Yes  Somewhat 

Effectively  explained  concepts  O O 

Was  supportive  of  my  goals  O O 

Communicated  respectfully  O O 

Created  an  open  environment  O O 


No  IDK 

O 0 

O 0 

O 0 

O 0 


Any  other  feedback? 


Phimy  Truong  (Youth  Commission) 

We  worked  together: 

A lot  A little  Not  much 
0 O O 


Effectively  explained  concepts 
Was  supportive  of  my  goals 
Communicated  respectfully 
Created  an  open  environment 


Yes  Somewhat  No 


O O O 
O O O 
O O O 
O O O 


IDK 

0 

0 

0 

0 


Any  other  feedback? 


Judson  Steele  (Student  Advisory  Council) 

We  worked  together:  Yes  Somewhat 

A lot  A little  Not  much  Effectively  explained  concepts  O 

O O O Was  supportive  of  my  goals  O O 

Communicated  respectfully  O O 

Created  an  open  environment  O O 


No  IDK 

O 0 

O O 

O 0 

O 0 


Any  other  feedback? 


Gillian  Bogart  (YEFAB) 

We  worked  together: 

A lot  A little  Not  much 
0 O O 


Any  other  feedback? 


Yes  Somewhat 

Effectively  explained  concepts  O O 

Was  supportive  of  my  goals  O O 

Communicated  respectfully  O O 

Created  an  open  environment  O O 


No  IDK 

O O 

O O 

O O 

O O 


Peter  Lauterborn  (YouthVote/Youth  Advisory  Council) 

We  worked  together:  Yes  Somewhat  No  IDK 

A lot  A little  Not  much  Effectively  explained  concepts  O O O O 


0 o o 

Was  supportive  of  my  goals  O O O 0 

Communicated  respectfully  O O 0 0 

Created  an  open  environment  O O O 0 

Any  other  feedback? 

Nayad  Abrahamian  (Youth  Warriors/Youth  Advisory  Council) 

We  worked  together:  Yes  Somewhat  No  IDK 


A lot  A little  Not  much 

0 O O 

Effectively  explained  concepts  O O O 0 

Was  supportive  of  my  goals  O O O 0 

Communicated  respectfully  O O O 0 

Created  an  open  environment  O O O 0 

Any  other  feedback? 

Voci/irie-h 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 


Draft  Minutes 
Monday,  June  18,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  mil  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JUL  1 6 2012 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Youth  Commission  Chairwoman  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:17  pm. 

Commissioners  present:  Jonathan  Baer,  Rachel  Brodwin  (arrived  at  5:19pm),  Angel  Carrion, 
Betty  Huey,  Antonia  Huneeus,  Javonte  Holloway,  Leah  LaCroix,  Hillary  Liang,  Lily  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Rene  Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun,  and 
Happy  (Huimin)  Yang.  There  was  quorum.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  {Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  June  4th,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes 
to  the  meeting  of  Monday,  June  4th,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 


B.  May  7th,  2012 
(Document  B) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Sun,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to 
the  meeting  of  Monday,  May  7“*,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 


4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

Peter  Lauterborn,  Youth  Vote  Coordinator  at  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their 
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Families,  shared  that  he  is  very  proud  of  the  work  the  Youth  Commission  has  been  involved 
in  throughout  the  course  of  the  current,  soon-to-be-concluded  Fiscal  year.  Mr.  Lauterbom 
voiced  his  praises  of  this  year’s  commissioners.  He  reminded  commissioners  that  they  need 
not  have  a title  to  do  important  work  or  be  active  on  the  commission  and/or  other  parts  of 
local  government.  He  encouraged  those  commissioners  who  will  not  be  returning  next  term 
to  continue  to  be  an  active  member  of  their  respective  communities.  Mr.  Lauterbom  thanked 
them  for  their  work  and  time. 

Nicholas  Enfantino,  a Research  Assistant  for  the  Culture  and  Emotion  Research 
Laboratory  at  San  Francisco  State  University,  invited  commissioners  to  participate  in  a study 
the  Psychology  Department  is  conducting.  Mr.  Enfantino  explained  that  he  is  doing  research 
on  how  group  dynamics  affects  decision  making  processes  and  individual  responses.  He  is 
looking  for  help  from  individuals  who  are  members  of  ideological  political  groups.  The  study 
consisted  of  questionnaires,  standard  surveys,  a series  of  images  designed  to  evoke 
emotion,  all  modules  approved  by  San  Francisco  State  University.  The  length  of  the  study  is 
approximately  one  hour,  with  participants  receiving  $10,  and  a possible  $25  bonus  in  a 
creativity  task  .Participants  must  be  at  least  1 8 years  old  to  participate.  Mr.  Enfantino  left  his 
contact  information  with  staff  and  asked  commissioners  to  get  in  touch  with  him  if  they  were 
interested. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 

Supervisors  (BOS) 

(going  back  to  this  item  at  6:07pm,  after  item  7a) 

i)  Free  MUNI  for  Low-Income  Youth 

Mr.  Yedidia,  Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  gave  a status  update  on  the  free 
MUNI  for  low  income  youth  campaign.  Commissioners  LaCroix,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  and  Tu  Mutch  joined  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  coalition  at  the 
Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC)  meeting  of  Wednesday,  June 
13th  to  cal!  on  the  MTC  to  provide  funds  for  the  22  month  pilot  program  in  San 
Francisco.  MTC  members  deadlocked  in  a 3 to  3 vote.  This  item  will  be  coming 
back  to  the  MTC  on  July  11th,  2012. 

Commissioners  Shackelford,  LaCroix,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Persky  then  shared  their 
thoughts  on  the  June  13th  MTC  meeting,  which  they  attended.  Commissioner 
Persky  spoke  thoughtfully  about  the  importance  of  Youth  Commissioners 
continuing  work  on  this  campaign,  and  the  necessity  not  to  be  discouraged  by 
the  MTC’s  recent  delay. 

ii)  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall 

Mr.  Yedidia  prefaced  his  update  on  recreation  access  at  Juvenile  Hall  with  a brief 
refresher  on  San  Francisco's  municipal  budget  process  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors’  phase  in  particular.  The  Youth  Justice  committee’s  work  on  getting 
recreation  access  at  Juvenile  Hall  will  play  into  the  budget  hearing  process,  as 
members  have  been  working  hard  on  making  access  to  the  recreation  yard  a 
capital  priority  for  the  Juvenile  Probation  Department. 
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Mr.  Yedidia  also  shared  that  the  Youth  Commission  office  will  be  trying  to  get  a 
third  staff  position  at  the  office.  The  Youth  Commission  has  always  had  three 
staff  since  the  Youth  Commission’s  existence,  up  until  FY  2008-2009.  With  a 
third  staff  to  help  with  the  community  engagement  piece,  the  Youth  Commission 
can  be  at  full  capacity  and  do  even  more  work  to  bridge  the  gap  between  City 
Hall  and  youth. 

iii)  Global  Overview  of  FY  11-12  legislation  to-date:  10  resolution  adopted  (not 

including  5 calendared  for  today);  6 prompting  BOS  action,  2 prompting  Mayor’s 
Office  action,  1 at  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors,  plus 
historic  connection  with  Police  Commission) 

Mr.  Yedidia  gave  a global  overview  of  FY  11-12  Youth  Commission  legislation  to 
date.  On  behalf  of  himself  and  Youth  Commission  Program  and  Policy 
Coordinator  Phimy  Truong,  Mr.  Yedidia  commended  Commissioners  for  their 
hard  work  and  dedication  throughout  the  course  of  the  current  term.  On  the 
whole,  the  Commission  was  relatively  productive  and  active.  He  emphasized  how 
much  he  and  Ms.  Truong  were  looking  forward  to  working  with  Commissioners 
during  the  summer  of  2012. 

B.  Youth  Commission  Program  Updates  & Reminders 

i)  Calendaring  Special  Meeting  for  July:  under  Chapter  12N  of  the  Administrative 
Code,  approval  of  Department  of  Public  Health  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual, 
Transgender,  Queer  and  Questioning  (LGBTQ)  youth  sensitivity  training; 
“comment  and  recommendation”  on  proposed  Housing  Trust  Fund  legislation 

Due  to  the  abundance  of  work  in  which  Youth  Commissioners  are  engaged,  Mr 
Yedidia  explained  that  the  Executive  Committee  would  almost  certainlv  be 
scheduling  a Special  Youth  Commission  meeting  for  Monday,  July  16  , 2012.  Mr. 
Yedidia  urged  Commissioners  to  make  time  to  attend  this  special  meeting  as  the 
Commission  would  likely  be  discussing  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch’s  work  on 
Chapter  12N  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  and  the  Mayor’s 
proposed  "Housing  Trust  Fund”  Charter  amendment,  which  would  set  aside 
money  for  affordable  housing  development. 

ii)  Summer  Learning  Day:  Thursday,  June  21,  2012  @ 11:30am  (City  Hall,  Polk  St. 
Steps) 

Summer  Learning  Day,  a national  event  to  emphasize  the  importance  and  value 
of  summer  programming,  is  taking  place  on  Thursday,  June  21,  2012.  The  Youth 
Commission  adopted  a motion  to  support  this  event  at  the  April  16th  full 
Commission  meeting.  Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Holloway  will  be  hosting  the 
event,  which  will  start  at  1 1 :30  am  on  the  Polk  St.  steps  of  City  Hall. 
Commissioners  were  highly  encouraged  to  attend  the  event. 

Public  Comment 

Sheryl  Davis,  Executive  Director  of  Mo'  Magic,  gave  an  overview  of  Summer 
Learning  Day,  and  the  agenda  for  the  event.  Supervisor  Christina  Olague  will  be 
honoring  Commissioner  Holloway  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  meeting  on 
Tuesday,  June  19th,  2012.  Commissioners  were  invited  to  attend  the  meeting  to 
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support  their  colleague. 

iii)  Youth  Commission  Committees  and  Full  Commission  will  stay  active  through  the 
Summer 

Mr.  Yedidia  informed  commissioners  that  the  YC  office  will  be  helping  everyone 
plan  for  a productive  summer.  There  will  be  plenty  of  opportunities  for 
commissioners  to  stay  involved  and  active  during  the  summer,  such  as  providing 
feedback,  helping  to  plan  the  August  retreat  for  incoming  12-13  commissioners, 
and  visiting  community  based  organizations. 

iv)  introduction  of  Summer  2012  Youth  Works  Interns  Michelle  Kong  & Simon  Li 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  introduced  Michelle  Kong  and  Simon  Li,  the  Youth 
Commission’s  newest  Youth  Works  interns  for  the  summer  of  201 2.  They  will 
officially  begin  their  work  on  Tuesday,  June  19th,  2012. 

6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (Ail  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  File  no.  120573]  Hearing  — SFUSD  Revenue  and  Additional  Support 
Sponsor  and  presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Eric  Mar 
Document  C 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  welcomed  Victor  Lim,  a Legislative  Aide  in  the  Office  of  Supervisor 
Eric  Mar,  to  the  Youth  Commission  meeting.  Mr.  Lim  thanked  the  Youth  Commissioners 
for  their  work  this  year.  Mr.  Lim  then  started  his  presentation  by  explaining  why 
Supervisor  Mar’s  office  was  interested  in  calling  for  a hearing  on  SFUSD’s  revenue  and 
additional  support.  SFUSD  has  had  a significant  reduction  in  their  budget,  he  explained, 
and  Supervisor  Mar  felt  it  was  important  to  explore  ways  for  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  to  provide  additional  funding  and  support  to  the  school  district.  Mr.  Lim  stated 
that  Supervisor  Mar  is  in  the  beginning  of  the  exploration  process,  and  will  return  to  the 
Youth  Commission  with  more  details  on  this  hearing  when  appropriate. 

Commissioners  Holloway  and  Shackelford  asked  clarifying  questions  on  how  the  Youth 
Commission  can  be  supportive. 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  provided  additional  background  information  on  the  public  hearing 
request  from  Supervisor  Mar’s  office.  The  funds  requested  will  be  additional  funds,  over 
and  on  top  of  the  Proposition  H funds  that  are  already  allocated  to  the  district. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioners  Ontiveros  and  Shackelford  asked  clarifying  questions  on  how  Supervisor 
Mar’s  office  is  working  with  the  SFUSD,  and  especially  how  and  if  there  will  be  any 
outreach  for  the  hearing. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  then  acknowledged  and  ceded  the  privilege  of  the  floor  to  the 
Mayor’s  Education  Advisor  and  elected  School  Board  Commissioner  Hydra  Mendoza’s. 

Ms.  Mendoza  introduced  herself  as  the  Chair  of  the  Budget  Committee  for  the  SFUSD, 
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and  as  the  Education  Advisor  to  Mayor  Lee.  She  provided  some  context  on  SFUSD's 
budget  reductions,  and  remarked  that  the  SFUSD  has  not  officially  come  to  the  City  and 
asked  for  additional  revenue  support.  Ms.  Mendoza  welcomed  any  and  all  comments 
and  recommendations  from  the  Youth  Commission,  and  shared  that  it  would  be  helpful 
to  hear  what  the  Commission’s  priorities  would  be  should  additional  funds  come  to  the 
SFUSD  from  the  City. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  asked  a clarifying  question  about  funds  the  SFUSD  receive 
from  the  City.  Ms.  Mendoza  explained  that  the  largest  pool  of  funds  comes  from  Prop  H, 
which  flows  through  the  City’s  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF) 
to  help  fund  ongoing  projects  such  as  the  Wellness  Centers,  Beacons,  and  other  after 
school  programs. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  moved  to  urge  the 
Board  of  Supervisors’  to  increase  the  involvement  of  the  SFUSD  in  this  hearing  process 
and  to  do  adequate  outreach  to  all  stakeholders,  families,  and  youth  and  to  keep  the 
Youth  Commission  included  in  the  process.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following 
roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15)  - Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix, 
Liang,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve 
the  basic  motion  to  support  the  proposed  hearing  on  SFUSD  Revenue  and  Additional 
Support.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women-authored  report  entitled  An  Update 
on  Girls  in  San  Francisco:  A Decade  of  Success  and  Challenge 
Presenter:  Staff,  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women 
(Document  D) 

Commissioner  LaCroix  provided  some  contextual,  introductory  remarks  to  why  she 
invited  the  Department  on  the  Status  of  Women  (DOSW)  to  present  to  the  Youth 
Commission.  Commissioner  LaCroix  had  attended  the  DOSW’s  town  hall  on  the  Girls 
report  a few  weeks  ago,  and  was  compelled  to  bring  the  information  she  learned  to  the 
Youth  Commission.  LaCroix  then  welcomed  Janet  Connor,  a Graduate  Policy  Fellow  at 
the  DOSW  to  the  Youth  Commission. 

Ms.  Connor  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  time,  and  then  proceeded  by  giving  an 
overview  on  the  Girls  report  - a report  detailing  an  update  on  the  success  and 
challenges  of  Girls  in  San  Francisco.  The  report  looked  at  the  emerging  trends  in  the 
lives  of  girls  in  San  Francisco  today.  Key  findings  on  girls  include  a decrease  in  the 
population  of  girls,  particularly  in  African  American  girls,  which  accounted  for  only  7%  of 
the  total  girl  population  in  2010;  a dramatic  decrease  was  also  found  in  teen  pregnancy; 
the  percentage  of  girls  who  viewed  themselves  as  overweight  have  increased,  with  a 
correlation  to  the  way  girls  view  themselves  to  the  media’s  obsession  with  body  image 
Other  important  findings  include  a decrease  in  girls  participating  in  physical  fights  at 
school  or  skipping  school  because  they  feel  unsafe;  and  a decrease  in  girls’  enrollment 
in  science,  technology,  engineering,  and  mathematics  (STEM)  classes.  For  girls  alone, 
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the  drop  in  enrollment  for  STEM  classes  has  dropped  77%  in  the  last  ten  years.  Ms. 
Connor  expressed  that  she  was  only  giving  a summary  of  the  report,  and  encouraged 
commissioners  to  read  through  the  report  in  its  entirety,  and  invite  commissioners  to 
follow  up  with  questions.  Ms.  Connor  concluded  her  presentation  by  inviting  the  Youth 
Commission  to  an  upcoming  "Hearing  on  Girls"  which  will  take  place  on  June  27th,  at 
5:15  pm  in  room  408,  City  Hall. 

Commissioners  asked  general  questions  about  the  overall  report  on  Girls. 

Public  Comment 

Xiao  fan  Wu,  a student  at  Lowell  High  School,  asked  a clarifying  question  on  how  the 
DOSW  decided  to  work  on  a report  about  Girls  in  San  Francisco. 

Ms.  Connor  responded  that  the  report  was  a follow  up  to  a 2003  report  titled,  “A  Report 
■ on  Girls  in  San  Francisco,  Benchmarks  for  the  Future.  She  invited  Xiaofan  to  attend  the 
upcoming  hearing  on  June  27th,  and  encouraged  Ms.  Wu  to  continue  looking  thoroughly 
at  the  report. 

Chairwoman  LaCroix  thanked  Ms.  Connor,  and  closed  the  presentation,  as  there  was  no 
additional  public  comment  or  discussion. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [Second  Reading)  Resolution  1 1 12— AL1 1 — Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  a statewide  Office  of  the  Homeless  Youth 
Advocate  (AB  2547) 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  E 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  provided  introductory  remarks  to  the  resolution,  and  shared  that 
she  took  her  colleagues’  comments  and  suggestions  from  the  first  reading  on  June  4th, 
into  consideration  and  included  them  in  her  edits  for  this  version  of  the  resolution.  She 
noted  that  she  was  unable  to  find  the  estimated  cost  of  a statewide  Office  of  the 
Homeless  Youth  Advocate  would  cost,  in  the  assembly  bill  she  was  modeling  her 
resolution  after. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record.  After  the 
reading,  Tu  Mutch  shared  that  she  was  open  to  take  questions  and  comments  from  her 
colleagues. 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Holloway,  motioned  to  adopt  the 
resolution.  This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes 
(15) -Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang. 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 112 — AL12 — Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  support  the  establishment  of  required  LGBT  cultural  competency 
trainings  for  caregivers  of  foster  youth  (AB  1856) 
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Sponsor  and  presenter.  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  F 

Commissioner 

;"AB^875fl;:AB?8596:Tndm  cmss  out  the  additional  "Mayor  on  line  3,  page  1 
of  the  resolution. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

After  the  reading,  Commissioner  Tu tMutch  exPja'"^  IJJl'gBTQ  cultural  competency.  Tu 

of  comptexity^Commlssiorwr  ?u  Mutch  urged  the  support  of  her  peers  in  approve  this 
resolution  to  support  Assembly  Bill  1856. 

There  was  no  public  comment.  There  was  no  discussion  on  this  item. 

Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang. 

...  ai  -to Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 

Sponsor  ancfpresenter  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch 
Document  G 

taking  her  colleagues'  to  the  Bible,  because  she 

of  the  resolution.  She  noted  that  she  took  out  oire  resolution  into  the  public 

fpa^^  Can  ,0°k  "ke  31  diHeren'  Vana"°nS 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  expressed  fo,  cteriHcation  of  theTnes^ntT 

felt  it  gave  a false  representation  of  pa  dors^He  asked^tor  cja  ^ ^ ^ 2 
questioned  the  necessity  of  provi  i g and  |_acroix  provided  supportive 

Commissioners  Tu  Mutch,  Shackelfo  , (hg'word  -pastor"  was  meant  to  simply 

remarks  on  line  19  of  page  2 hig  g 9 , Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  stated  that 

therapy  in  her  research  for  this  resolution. 

«v> »•». 
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Commissioner  Shackelford  commended  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  for  her  work  on  the 
resolutions.  Shackelford  stated  that  it  was  well  written  and  well  researched. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Holloway,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  approve  the 
resolution  as  amended.  This  motion  was  approved  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes 
(15) -Baer,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Huey,  Huneeus,  Holloway,  LaCroix,  Liang,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang. 

D.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 12— AL14 — Calling  on  the  City  to  Set  Limits  to  the 
Number  of  Tobacco  Retail  Permits  in  All  Supervisorial  Districts 

Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Leah  LaCroix 
Document  H 

Commissioner  LaCroix  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Catherine  Judge,  Programs  Associate  at  the  Youth  Leadership  Institute  (YLI),  thanked 
the  Youth  Commission  for  supporting  YLI’s  Tobacco  Use  Reduction  Force. 

Commissioners  Tu  Mutch,  Shackelford,  and  Huey  asked  clarifying  questions  on  the 
specific  goals  of  the  resolution  and  the  percentage  of  profits  stores  made  from  cigarette 
sales.  Ms.  Judge  explained  that  currently  there  were  no  limits  of  tobacco  retail  in  San 
Francisco  and  TURF’s  goal  was  to  create  a more  equitable  and  healthy  city  over  all.  Mr. 
Yedidia  also  added  more  contextual  information  on  YLI’s  work  on  setting  limits  to  the 
number  of  tobacco  retail  permits  in  all  Supervisorial  districts  in  San  Francisco.  Ms.  Judge 
added  that  through  there  is  no  way  to  enforce  independent  businesses  to  record 
accurate  profits,  TURF’s  research  found  that  some  stores  made  up  to  10%  in  profits 
from  cigarette  sales.  Ms.  Judge  noted  that  her  colleagues  on  YLI  have  also  been 
working  on  reducing  the  number  of  alcohol  advertisements  in  liquor  stores.  This  work  is 
based  on  the  Lee  Law,  a law  introduced  by  Congresswoman  Barbara  Lee,  to  limit  the 
number  of  alcohol  advertisements  on  storefronts  to  33%. 

There  was  no  public  comment. ' 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix,  motioned  to  adopt  this 
resolution.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

E.  Youth  Leadership  Evaluation 
Document  I 

Phimy  Truong,  Youth  Commission  Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and 
Administration,  provided  some  brief  remarks  regarding  the  evaluation.  She  explained 
that  the  form  was  developed  in  collaboration  with  Peter  Lauterbom,  Youth  Vote  Student 
Survey  Coordinator,  with  the  goal  of  providing  meaningful  feedback  and  constructive 
criticism  to  improve  future  terms  at  the  Youth  Commission,  the  Student  Advisory  Council 
and  the  Youth  Advisory  Council.  Ms.  Truong  then  passed  out  the  evaluation  form  and 
asked  Commissioners  to  devote  the  next  10  minutes  to  completing  the  evaluation. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 
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A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Yang  shared  with  her  colleagues  that  the  Executive  Committee  did  not 
have  quorum  at  the  last  meeting  and  was  unable  to  meet.  Commissioner  LaCroix 
reiterated  staffs  remarks  earlier  about  a Special  Youth  Commission  meeting  planned  for 
July  16,  2012.  She  looked  forward  to  seeing  her  colleagues  at  this  meeting  and  thanked 
everyone  for  their  hard  work  and  for  an  incredible  year.  LaCroix  spoke  thoughtfully  about 
the  many  different  ways  in  which  she  worked  for  and  with  her  colleagues,  and  shared 
that  the  11-12  Youth  Commission  term  has  been  the  most  productive  term  she  has  ever 
been  on. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  shared  that  the  Youth  Justice  Committee  will  be  presenting  to 
the  Juvenile  Justice  Commission  this  week.  Committee  members  will  be  working  to  be  a 
part  of  inspections  at  juvenile  hall  and  track  how  youth  are  getting  recreation  access. 

The  committee  will  be  staying  active  through  the  summer.  Commissioner  Ontiveros 
expressed  that  he  will  be  reaching  out  to  his  colleagues  for  their  support  and  help. 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee;  next  meeting  TBD 

Commissioner  Yang  shared  that  she  planned  on  having  a close  out  meeting  in  first  week 
of  July;  and  has  been  thinking  about  how  to  carry  on  the  work  of  this  committee  into  the 
next  year. 

D.  Youth  City  Services;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  June  20,  2012,  4:30pm-6:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  updated  her  colleagues  on  the  last  committee  meeting  which 
was  focused  on  12N  and  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  referral.  Commissioner  Marshall- 
Fricker  also  shared  that  the  committee  prepared  for  the  June  13th  MTC  meeting. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  TBD 

Commissioner  Shackelford  shared  that  her  committee  had  reviewed  some  updates  on 
SF  Summer  Jobs+  and  members  have  discussed  challenges  with  navigating  the 
website.  The  committee  will  be  working  on  following  up  on  Youth  Involvement  Plans. 
Commissioner  Persky  invited  commissioners  who  are  interested  in  youth  employment  to 
join  the  committee. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  June  4,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong  - 

Commissioner  Armstrong  was  not  present  at  this  meeting  to  explain  the  absence. 

ii.  Commissioner  Bonner  - 

Commissioner  Bonner  was  not  present  at  this  meeting  to  explain  the  absence. 
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iii,  Commissioner  Brodwin-  Cannot  be  authorized 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  in  the  middle  of  finals  and  had  to  miss 
this  meeting.  She  has  just  returned  from  West  Point  camp  in  New  York,  and  planned  on 
spending  the  rest  of  her  Summer  at  the  Youth  Commission  office.  She  apologized  to  her 
colleagues  for  missing  the  last  Youth  Commission  meeting. 

iv.  Commissioner  Holloway 

Commissioner  Holloway  explained  that  he  was  present  at  this  meeting,  but  arrived  after 
the  roll  was  called.  Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch, 
moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 

B.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

Commissioner  Armstrong  was  not  present  at  this  meeting  to  explain  the  absence. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  announced  that  there  will  be  a Trans-March  event  on  Friday,  June 
22,  2012.  This  would  be  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  LGBTQ  pride.  The  event  takes 
place  at  Dolores  Park  and  will  be  going  on  from  3:30-6:30pm.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 
invited  all  of  her  peers  to  join  her  and  participate. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  invited  her  peers  to  check  out  Pride  events  that  their  appointing 
officials  were  connected  to.  She  asked  her  peers  to  check  out  the  weekly  internal  update 
from  staff  as  it  included  an  invitation  to  a Pride  event  by  the  Mayor. 

Mr.  Yedidia  announced  that  Summer  Learning  Day  would  be  taking  place  on  Thursday, 

June  21s-  and  asked  if  any  Youth  Commissioners  planned  on  attending.  Commissioners 
LaCroix,  Brodwin,  and  Holloway  said  that  they  would  be  going. 

Commissioner  LaCroix  suggested  that  her  peers  take  the  time  to  write  a letter  to  welcome 
incoming  12-13  Youth  Commissioners. 

12.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:47  pm. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

www.sfQov.org/vc 
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KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
htto://www.  sfQov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
Illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.org)  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

**Special  Meeting** 

Monday,  July  1 6th,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PL 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1 . Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  June  18th,  2012 
(Document  A) 

B.  March  7th,  2012 -Special 
(Document  B) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (BOS) 

i)  Free  MUNI  for  Low-Income  Youth 

ii)  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall 

iii)  Global  Overview  of  FY  11-12  legislation  to-date 

B.  Youth  Commission  Program  Updates  & Reminders 

i)  Fall  Orientation  Retreat  Planning 

ii)  Youth  Commission  Outreach:  Visiting  community-based  organizations  and 
providing  City  Hall  tours 

6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  file  no.  120554]  Affordable  Housing  Trust  Fund  and  Housing  Production 
Incentives.  (Mayor  Lee;  Supervisors  Wiener,  Olague,  Kim,  Avalos,  Mar,  Cohen) 
Presenter:  Jeff  Buckley,  Office  of  Mayor  Lee 
(Documents  C and  D) 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMEiTTS  DEPT 

JUL  1 6 2012 
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A.  Presentation  and  request  for  collaboration  regarding  improving  MUNI  and  implementing 
the  Transit  Effectiveness  Project 

Presenters:  Staff,  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  and  Controller’s  Office 
(Document  E) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 1 2 — AL1 5 — Supporting  City  College  of  San  Francisco 
Sponsor  and  presenter:  Commissioner  Leah  LaCroix 
(Document  F) 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee 

D.  Youth  City  Services 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  June  18  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

ii.  Commissioner  Brodwin  - cannot  be  authorized 

A.  Monday,  June  4,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

ii.  Commissioner  Bonner 

B.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
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ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.ora1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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City  nail 

Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244 
San  Francisco  94102-4689 
Tel.  No.  554-5184 
Fax  No.  554-5163 
TDD/TTY  No.  544-5227 
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TO:  Youth  Commission 

FROM:  Linda  Wong,  Rules  Committee  Clerk 

DATE:  July  5.  2012 

SUBJECT:  REFERRAL  FROM  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

, Rules  Committee 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  Rules  Committee  has  received  the  following  proposed 
Charter  Amendment,  which  is  being  referred  to  the  Youth  Commission  for  comment  and 
recommendation. 

File:  120554 

Charter  Amendment  (Third  Draft)  to  amend  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  by  adding  Section  16.1 10  to:  1)  create  a San  Francisco  Housing  Trust  Fund 
by  setting  aside  general  fund  revenues  beginning  in  FY201 3-2014  and  ending  in 
FY2043-2044  to  create,  acquire,  and  rehabilitate  affordable  housing  and  promote 
affordable  home  ownership  programs  in  the  City;  and  2)  lower  and  stabilize  the  impacts 
of  affordable  housing  regulatory  impositions  on  private  residential  projects;  and  to 
authorize  the  development  of  up  to  30,000  affordable  rental  units  in  the  City. 

Please  return  this  cover  sheet  with  the  Commission’s  response  to  Linda  Wong,  Rules 
Committee  Clerk. 

********************************************************************************  ******************* 

RESPONSE  FROM  YOUTH  COMMISSION  - Date: 

No  Comment 

Recommendation  Attached 


Youth  Commission 


FILE  NO.  120554 


LEGISLATIVE  DIGEST 

(Fourth  Draft,  dated  7/11/2012) 


[Affordable  Housing  Trust  Fund  and  Housing  Production  Incentives] 

A proposal  to  the  qualified  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  amend 
the  Charter  at  an  election  to  be  held  on  November  6,  2012  by  adding  Section  16.110  to: 
1)  create  a San  Francisco  Housing  Trust  Fund  by  setting  aside  general  fund  revenues 
beginning  in  Fiscal  Year  2013-2014  and  ending  in  Fiscal  Year  2042-2043  to  create, 
acquire  and  rehabilitate  affordable  housing  and  promote  affordable  home  ownership 
programs  in  the  City;  and  2)  lower  and  stabilize  the  impacts  of  affordable  housing 
regulatory  impositions  on  private  residential  projects;  and  to  authorize  the 
development  of  up  to  30,000  affordable  rental  units  in  the  City  under  Article  34  of  the 
California  Constitution. 


The  Housing  Trust  Fund 

Current  law  does  not  require  the  City  to  set  aside  money  for  affordable  housing 
programs. 

The  proposal  would  amend  the  Charter  to  establish  a Housing  Trust  Fund  ("the  Fund") 
to  create,  acquire  and  rehabilitate  affordable  housing  and  promote  affordable  home  ownership 
programs  in  the  City. 

Beginning  in  Fiscal  Year  2013-14,  the  City  would  contribute  $20  million  to  the  Fund. 

For  the  next  1 1 years,  the  City  would  contribute  an  amount  increasing  by  $2.8  million  a year, 
until  the  annual  contribution  reached  $50.8  million  in  Fiscal  Year  2024-25.  For  the  last  18 
years,  the  City  would  contribute  an  amount  based  on  the  $50.8  million,  but  adjusted  for 
changes  in  the  City's  General  Fund  revenues  over  time. 

Under  the  proposal,  the  City  would  use  money  from  the  Fund  to  create,  acquire,  and 
rehabilitate  rental  and  ownership  housing  affordable  to  households  earning  up  to  120  percent 
of  the  Area  Median  Income,  and  to  households  including  a First  Responder,  such  as  a City 
firefighter  or  police  officer.  The  City  would  contribute  at  least  $15  million  from  the  Fund  to  a 
program  that  provides  loans  for  use  as  down  payments  on  the  purchase  of  a housing  unit. 

The  City  would  contribute  at  least  $15  million  from  the  Fund  to  a program  that  provides  funds 
to  help  people  avoid  losing  a housing  unit  they  already  own  or  rent.  The  City  could  also  use 
monies  from  the  Fund  to  help  pay  for  certain  public  facilities  needed  to  accommodate 
increased  residential  density  in  the  City’s  neighborhoods. 


Mayor  Lee;  Supervisors  Wiener,  Olague,  Kim.  Avalos.  Mar,  Cohen 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  1 
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The  City  could  issue  revenue  bonds  and  other  types  of  debt  secured  by  the  Fund. 


Lowering  Current  Affordable  Housing  Requirements 

The  City  requires  private  residential  developers  to  set  aside  some  of  their  new  housing 
units  as  affordable  housing,  or  otherwise  support  the  creation  of  new  affordable  housing. 
Developers  generally  may  provide  affordable  units  on-  or  off-site,  or  pay  a fee.  The  City 
imposes  these  requirements  through  the  Planning  Code  and  other  City  project  approvals. 

With  certain  exceptions,  the  proposal  would  reduce  by  20  percent  the  number  of 
on-site  units  a developer  would  need  to  provide  to  meet  the  City's  requirements.  But  the 
proposal  would  not  reduce  the  requirement  below  the  equivalent  of  12  percent  of  the  units, 
affordable  at  a specified  income  level. 


Stabilizing  Future  Affordable  Housing  Cost  Obligations 

With  certain  exceptions  and  subject  to  certain  adjustments,  the  proposal  would  prohibit 
the  City  from  adopting  any  new  land  use  law  or  administrative  regulation,  or  imposing  any  new 
permit  condition,  that  would  increase  a developer's  relative  cost  of  meeting  the  City's 
affordable  housing  requirements. 


Term 

The  amendment  would  expire  automatically  after  30  years.  In  addition,  the  Mayor 
could  cancel  the  amendment  at  any  time  before  January  1 , 2013  after  considering  the  City’s 
financial  situation. 


Article  34  Authorization 


The  State  Constitution  provides,  in  part,  that  no  low  rent  housing  project  shall  be 
developed,  constructed,  or  acquired  with  public  money  until  the  voters  in  the  jurisdiction  where 
the  project  will  be  located  have  approved  the  project. 

The  proposal  would  authorize  private  sponsors  with  financial  assistance  from  any 
public  body  to  develop,  construct  or  acquire  up  to  30,000  dwelling  units  of  low  rent  housing 
projects  within  the  City  to  provide  rental  housing  for  persons  and  families  of  low  and  moderate 
income. 
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(FOURTH  DRAFT) 


[Affordable  Housing  Trust  Fund  and  Housing  Production  Incentives] 


CHARTER  AMENDMENT 


PROPOSITION 


Describing  and  setting  forth  a proposal  to  the  qualified  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  to  amend  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  by  adding 
Section  16.1 10  to:  1)  create  a San  Francisco  Housing  Trust  Fund  by  setting  aside  general  fund 
revenues  beginning  in  Fiscal  Year  2013-2014  and  ending  in  Fiscal  Year  2042-2043  to  create, 
acquire  and  rehabilitate  affordable  housing  and  promote  affordable  home  ownership  programs  in 
the  City;  and  2)  lower  and  stabilize  the  impacts  of  affordable  housing  regulatory  impositions  on 
private  residential  projects;  and  to  authorize  the  development  of  up  to  30,000  affordable  rental 
units  in  the  City  under  Article  34  of  the  California  Constitution. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  submits  to  the  qualified  voters  of  the  City  and  County, 
at  an  election  to  be  held  on  November  6,  2012,  a proposal  to  amend  the  Charter  of  the  City  and 
County  by  adding  Section  16.1 10  to  read  as  follows: 


NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman \ 

deletions  are 


Section  1.  Findings. 


Introduction 


1 . This  measure  will  create  greater  housing  options  over  a 30  year  term  for  all  San 
Franciscans  by  addressing  housing  at  three  key  price  points  in  the  market.  First,  this  measure 
will  set  aside  general  fund  revenues  sufficient  to  produce  thousands  of  rental  housing  units  for 
San  Francisco’s  low-income  and  working  households.  Second,  tills  measure  will  expand  and/or 
fund  new  homeownership  and  rental  programs  for  San  Francisco’s  moderate  income  households. 

Third,  this  measure  will  assist  in  stabilizing  and  conserving  housing  affordable  to  low-  and 
moderate-income  residents.  And,  fourth,  this  measure  will  stimulate  production  of  additional 
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market  rate  housing  by  reducing  residential  production  costs  associated  with  the  City’s 
inclusionary  housing  program  and  stabilizing  affordable  housing  fees  in  existing  plan  areas. 

2.  To  offset  the  impact  on  the  general  fund,  the  measure  is  structured  as  a revenue 
capture  mechanism  that  corresponds  to  recycled  revenues  previously  used  by  the  former  San 
Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  to  produce  affordable  housing,  hotel  tax  revenue  that  has 
traditionally  been  allocated  to  affordable  housing,  as  well  as  to  a new  revenue  source  approved 
by  the  voters  on  November  6,  2012. 

The  Housing  Affordability  Gap  in  San  Francisco 

3.  San  Francisco  is  among  the  most  expensive  places  in  the  region,  state  and  nation  to 
live.  Recent  data  produced  by  the  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing  show  significant  housing 
affordability  gaps  for  all  households  earning  up  to  120%  of  Area  Median  Income  (“AMI”)  or 
moderate  income  levels. 

4.  The  affordability  gap  is  the  difference  between  what  a home  costs,  and  what  a 
household  can  afford  to  pay.  Based  on  data  collected  from  local  listings  on  Craigslist.com  from 
the  first  quarter  of  2012,  the  rental  affordability  gap  for  households  at  80%  AMI  for  a 2 bedroom 
unit  in  San  Francisco  is  $1 16  per  month.  This  gap  grows  to  $786  per  month  for  households  at 
50%  AMI  and  $1,234  for  households  at  30%  AMI. 

5.  The  affordability  gap  for  homeownership  is  equally  stark.  The  homeownership 
affordability  gap  for  households  at  120%  AMI  is  $231,000  based  on  average  201 1 home  prices. 
Concretely  speaking,  this  means  that  households  at  120%  AMI  can  afford  fewer  than  25%  of  the 
homes  on  the  market  in  most  parts  of  San  Francisco.  This  gap  grows  to  $390,000  for  households 
at  80%  AMI,  with  fewer  than  5%  of  homes  on  the  market  affordable  to  this  income  category  in 
most  parts  of  San  Francisco. 

6.  The  housing  affordability  gap  for  households  up  to  120%  AMI  poses  a significant 
problem  for  San  Francisco.  According  to  2010  Census  Data,  these  households  constitute  over 
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60%  of  San  Francisco’s  total  households.  They  represent  a significant  part  of  our  workforce, 
which  includes  teachers,  office  workers,  and  construction  workers. 

7.  This  growing  affordability  gap  for  households  at  120%  AMI  and  below  coincides  with 
a decrease  in  low  and  moderate  income  households  residing  in  San  Francisco  over  the  past 
decade.  The  2009  Census  data  show  that  there  11%  fewer  households  in  San  Francisco  in  the 
51%  to  80%  AMI  range  compared  to  2000,  and  8%  fewer  households  in  the  81%  to  120%  AMI 
range. 

Affordable  Housing  Funding  Crisis 

8.  While  the  above  statistics  show  an  affordability  gap  that  is  true  today,  the  longer-term 
projection  of  housing  need  in  San  Francisco  is  equally  pronounced.  The  Association  of  Bay 
Area  Governments  (“ABAG”)  projects  that  over  the  next  thirty  years,  San  Francisco  will  grow 
by  over  1 00,000  households  and  will  need  to  create  more  than  90,000  additional  housing  units  to 
absorb  this  growth.  To  ensure  balanced  growth,  ABAG  projects  that  59%  of  these  new  units 
must  target  households  at  the  120%  AMI  level  and  below. 

9.  Unfortunately,  affordable  housing  production  has  reached  a crisis  point.  While  up  to 
this  point,  San  Francisco  has  maintained  a robust  affordable  housing  production  program, 
producing  over  1 8,000  permanently  affordable  rental  and  ownership  units  over  the  past  two 
decades,  the  traditional  funding  mechanisms  for  affordable  housing  are  in  jeopardy.  For 
example,  state  funding  from  the  last  affordable  housing  bond,  Proposition  1 c passed  in  2006  has 
been  almost  fully  depleted.  In  addition,  Federal  funding  for  affordable  housing  in  San  Francisco 
has  declined  by  over  forty  percent  (40%)  since  2007. 

10.  Most  critically,  the  State  Supreme  Court  issued  a ruling  December  28,  201 1 in 

California  Redevelopment  Association  et  ah,  v.  Ana  Maiosantos  et  al.  that  effectively  eliminated 

redevelopment  agencies,  including  San  Francisco’s.  The  former  San  Francisco  Redevelopment 

Agency  (“SF  Redevelopment  Agency”)  provided  the  vast  majority  of  local  affordable  housing 

funding  for  the  City.  The  SF  Redevelopment  Agency  leveraged  increases  in  property  taxes  from 
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Redevelopment  Areas  to  issue  long  term  bonds  to  fund  affordable  housing  creation.  Revenue 
from  these  bonds  were  then  further  leveraged  on  an  approximately  two-to-one  (2:1)  basis  with 
other  outside  funding,  including  federal  tax  credit  based  investment.  With  the  elimination  of  the 
SF  Redevelopment  Agency,  San  Francisco’s  ability  to  produce  new  housing  for  low  and 
moderate  income  households  is  now  in  jeopardy. 

San  Francisco’s  Capacity  to  Accommodate  Growth 

1 1 . Fortunately,  San  Francisco  has,  to  a large  extent,  the  zoning  capacity  to  absorb 
growth  and  accommodate  additional  housing.  Over  the  past  decade,  San  Francisco  has 
implemented  major  new7  area  plans  and  projects  throughout  the  city.  As  it  stands,  San  Francisco 
has  the  capacity  to  absorb  73,700  new  residential  units,  according  to  the  2009  Housing  Element. 
Over  45,000  of  those  units  are  currently  entitled  with  project  approvals.  Of  those  45,000  entitled 
units,  at  least  9,000  are  planned  to  be  permanently  affordable  units.  Ensuring  that  these  units 
will  be  produced  will  reduce  the  existing  pressure  on  the  housing  market. 

The  Charter  Amendment 

12.  To  address  the  growing  pressure  on  the  housing  market  and  to  ensure  continued 
housing  options  for  low  and  moderate  income  San  Franciscans,  the  proposed  measure  will  do  the 
following:  (1)  set  aside  S20M  in  year  one  with  increasing  allocations  to  reach  $50M  a year  to 
provide  sustained  funding  over  a thirty  year  period  to  fund  a Housing  Trust  Fund  for  households 
earning  up  to  120%  AMI,  which  is  projected  to  fund  production  of  thousands  of  new' 
permanently  affordable  housing  units  and  leverage  significant  outside  investment  for  the  City’s 
affordable  housing  infrastructure;  (2)  double  the  existing  homeownership  down  payment 
assistance  revolving  loan  fund  from  $15M  to  $30M;  (3)  launch  a new'  housing  stabilization 
program  to  reduce  the  risk  of  loss  of  housing  to  current  residents;  (4)  stimulate  production  of 
below  market  rate  units  within  new  residential  projects;  (5)  create  a complete  neighborhoods 
program  that  will  provide  up  to  $5  million  year  to  build  public  realm  improvements  necessary  to 
support  new  residential  growth;  (6)  reduce  the  inclusionary  housing  cost  obligation  by  20%  for 
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most  new  projects  in  the  City;  and,  (7)  stabilize  affordable  housing  fees  within  existing  plan 
areas  of  the  City. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Charter  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  16.1 10,  to 
read  as  follows: 

SEC.  16.110.  HOUSING  TRUST  FUND. 

(a)  Creation  of  Fund.  There  is  hereby  established  a Housing  Trust  Fund  to  support 

creating , acquiring  and  rehabilitating  affordable  housing  and  promoting  affordable  home 

ownership  programs  in  the  City,  as  provided  in  this  Section. 

(b)  Definitions.  For  purposes  of  this  Section: 

(1)  "A  ffordable  Housing  Fee"  shall  mean  a fee  calculated  by  the  Mayor ’s  Office 
of  Housing  as  the  difference  between  the  affordable  sales  price  of  a housing  unit  of  a certain 

bedroom  size  and  the  cost  of  developing  a comparable  housing  unit.  The  Mayor ‘s  Office  of 

Housins  shall  index  the  fee  annually  based  on  the  annual  percent  change  in  the  Construction 

Cost  Index  for  San  Francisco  as  published  by  Engineering  News-Record  or  a similar  index 

selected  by  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housins. 

(2)  "Area  Median  Income"  or  "AMI"  shall  mean  the  unadjusted  area  median 
income  levels  as  calculated  by  the  Mayor ’s  Office  of  Housing  using  data  from  the  Department  of 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  on  an  annual  basis  for  the  San  Francisco  area , adjusted  solely 

for  Household  size,  but  not  high  housing  cost  area. 

(3)  “ Basic  On-Site  Inclusionarv  Requirement  ” shall  mean  12%  of  the  units  in  the 
principal  project  a ffordable  to  a Household  whose  initial  household  income  does  not  exceed 

90%  of  Area  Median  Income  for  ownership  units  and  55%  for  rental  units,  or  an  on-site 

requirement  with  an  equivalent  Inclusionaiy  Housing  Cost  Obligation. 


Mayor  Lee;  Supervisors  Wiener,  Olague,  Kim,  Avalos,  Mar,  Cohen 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Pag 
7/1 1/2C 


(4)  "First  Responder"  shall  mean  a City  employee  who  responds  first  in  cases  of 
natural  disaster  or  emergencies,  including,  but  not  limited  to.  all  active  uniformed,  sworn 
members  of  the  Sanfrancisco  Police  and  Fire  Departments. 

(5)  "General  Fund  Discretionary  Revenues"  shall  mean  revenues  that  the  City 
receives  and  deposits  in  its  treasury,  that  are  unrestricted,  and  that  the  City  may  appropriate  for 
any  lawful  Cit\>  purpose. 

(6)  "Gross  floor  area"  shall  have  the  meaning  in  Planning  Code  Section  102. 9 , 
or  any  successor  section , as  amended  from  time  to  time. 

(7)  "Household"  shall  mean  any  person  or  persons  who  reside  or  intend  to  reside 
in  the  same  housing  unit. 

(8)  "Mayor's  Office  of  Housing"  shall  mean  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  or  any 
successor  City  agency. 

(9)  "Other  Affordable  Housing  Fees”  shall  mean  any  fee  imposed  on  residential 
development  by  the  City  as  a condition  of  a development  approval  related  to  affordable  housing, 

which  fee  shall  be  adjusted  annually  by  the  City  using  an  index  selected  by  the  City,  or  any 

exactions  on  residential  development  related  to  affordable  housing  imposed  by  the  City, 

excluding  fees  imposed  under  Planning  Code  Section  415. 

( 1 0)  "Planning  Code  Section  415"  shall  mean  San  Francisco  Planning  Code 
Section  415  as  of  July  1,  2012,  together  with  the  defined  terms  in  Section  401  as  of  that  same 

date,  and  any  successor  legislation  adopted  consistent  with  this  Section  16.110.  Nohvithstanding 

the  foregoing,  the  calculation  of  the  applicable  affordable  housing  fee  for  "buildings  of  over 

120  feet  in  height"  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Planning  Code  Sections  315(a)(l)(B)&(C)  and 

315.6(b)(1)  in  Ordinance  No.  101-07,  Board  of  Supen'isors  File  No.  061529. 

(11)  "Inclusionaiy  Housing  Cost  Obligation"  shall  mean  an  obligation  equal  to 
the  applicable  percentage  of  below  market  rate  housing  units  required  under  Planning  Code 

Sections  415.5,  415.6  or  415. 7 multiplied  by  the  then-current  Affordable  Housing  Fee  required 
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ver  unit.  For  purposes  of  calculate  the  cost  burden  of  any  legislative  change,  the  Mayor's 

Office  of  Housing  shall  use  the  average  citvwide  unit  mix  for  projects  subject  to  Planning  Code 

Section  415  within  the  past  five  years  as  applied  to  a hypothetical  project  of  100  units.  For 

purposes  of  calculating  the  cost  burden  imposed  by  a condition  of  approval  for  a particular 

project , the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  shall  use  the  actual  unit  mix  and  unit  count  proposed  in 

the  development  project  subject  to  the  condition  of  approval. 

(c)  Funding. 

(1)  In  the  Fiscal  Year  2013-2014  budget,  the  City  shall  appropriate  to  the 
Housing  Trust  Fund  $ 20  million. 

(2)  For  the  next  11  fiscal  yews,  in  each  of  the  annual  budgets  for  Fiscal 

Year  2014-2015  through  Fiscal  Year  2024-2025 . the  City  shall  appropriate  to  the  Housing  Trust 

Fund  an  amount  increasing  by  $2.8  million  per  year , until  the  annual  appropriation  required  by 

this  Section  reaches  $50.8  million  in  the  Fiscal  Year  2024-2025  budget. 

(S)  In  the  annual  budgets  for  Fiscal  Year  2025-2026  through  Fiscal 
Year  2042-43 , the  Cit\>  shall  appropriate  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  an  amount  equal  to  the  prior 

year ’s  appropriation,  adjusted  by  the  percentage  increase  or  decrease  in  General  Fund 

Discretionary  Revenues  budgeted  for  the  year  compared  to  the  prior  year ’s  original  budgeted 

amount  of  General  Fund  Discretionary’  Revenues. 

(4)  Should  the  City  adopt  a fixed  two-year  budget  under  Charter  Section  9.101 . 
the  adjustment  for  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  appropriation  for  the  two  years  of  the  tM’o-year 

budget  shall  be  based  on  the  amount  of  General  Fund  Discretionary  Revenues  estimated  for  the 

two-year  period  included  in  the  budget. 

(5)  During  Fiscal  Years  2025-2026  through  2042-2043,  if  the  Controller  submits 
a revised  estimate  of  General  Fund  Discretionaiy  Revenues  for  a given  Fiscal  Year  or  two-year 

budget  period  that  is  lower  than  the  amount  originally  budgeted  for  that  period,  then  the  Board 

may,  by  ordinance . reduce  the  appropriation  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for  that  budget  period  in 
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an  amount  that  does  not  exceed  the  amount  proportionate  to  the  percentage  shortfall  in  the 

discretionary  revenue  projection. 

(6)  The  ContJ'Qller's  method  of  calculating  the  amount  of  and  changes  in  General 
Fund  Discretionaiy  Revenues  shall  be  consistent  from  fiscal  year  to  fiscal  year  and  with  the 

Controller's  method  for  calculating  those  figures  under  Charter  Sections  8 A.  105,  16. 108,  and 

16.109.  The  Controller  shall  treat  General  Fund  appropriations  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  as 

reductions  in  General  Fund  Discretionary  Revenues  when  calculating  other  funding  allocations 

that  crre  tied  to  General  Fund  Discretionwv  Revenues , including  funding  allocations  under 

Charter  Sections  8A.  1 05.  16. 1 08.  and  1 6.109.  The  Controller  shall  correct  errors  in  the  estimate 

of  discretional  revenues  for  a fiscal  year  through  an  adjustment  to  the  next  fiscal  year's 

estimate. 

(7)  In  any  year  during  the  term  of  this  Section,  the  City  may , in  its  discretion, 
reduce  its  annual  contribution  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for  that  year  by  an  amount  equal  to  or 

less  than  56. 7%  of  the  annual  debt  service  required  to  service  any  SB21 13  Affordable  Housing 

Bonds  issued  after  January  1.  2013.  "SB2113  Affordable  Housing  Bonds”  are  bonds  issued  by 

the  City  to  support  the  acquisition  and  creation  of  replacement  affordable  housing  citywide 

using  property  tax  increment  fi'om  former  Redevelopment  project  areas  under  California  Health 

and  Safety  Code  Section  33333. 7 

78)  The  Controller  shall  set  aside  and  maintain  the  amounts  appropriated  to  the 
Housing  Trust  Fund  under  this  Section,  together  with  any  interest  earned  thereon,  and  any 

amount  unexpended  or  uncommitted  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  shall  be  carried  forward  to  the 

next  fiscal  year  and,  subject  to  the  budgetary  and  fiscal  limitations  of  this  Charter , shall  be 

appropriated  for  the  purposes  specified  in  this  Section. 

(d)  Uses  of  the  Housine  Trust  Fund.  The  City  may  disburse  monies  from  the  Housing 

Trust  Fund  through  loans,  grants  or  other  types  of  payments , on  terms  determined  by  the 

Mayor ’s  Office  of  Housing  in  its  sole  discretion.  Any  repayment  of  a loan  or  grant  from  the 
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Fund  that  the  City  receives,  or  anv  interest  from  a loan  from  the  Fund  that  the  City  receives,  will 

be  returned  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund.  The  City , acting  through  the  Mayor ‘s  Office  of  Housing. 

shall  disburse  the  monies  from  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for  the  following  eligible  expenditures: 

(1)  The  creation , acquisition , and  rehabilitation  of  rental  and  ownership  housing 
affordable  to  Households  earning  up  to  120%  of  the  Area  Median  Income , including , without 

limitation , the  acquisition  of  land  for  such  purpose. 

(2)  No  later  than  July  1,  2018 , the  City  shall  appropriate  $15  million  from  the 
Housing  Trust  Fund  to  a program  that  provides  loans  to  Households  earning  up  to  120%  of  the 

Area  Median  Income  and  to  Households  including  a First  Responder  (subject  to  Area  Median 

Income  limits  designated  by  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing)  for  use  as  a down  payment  on  the 
purchase  of  a housin£  unit  ("the  Down  Payment  Assistance  Loan  Program  As  soon  as  is 

practical  the  Mayor ’s  Office  of  Housing  shall  develop  and  implement  a manual  for  the  Down 

Payment  Assistance  Loan  Program. 

(3)  No  later  than  July  1,  2018,  the  City  shall  appropriate  up  to  $15  million  from 
the  Housing  Trust  Fund  to  a program  that  provides  funds  to  Households  earning  up  to  120%  of 

Area  Median  Income  for  use  as  assistance  to  reduce  the  risk  to  current  occupants  of  a loss  of 

housing  and/or  to  help  current  occupants  make  their  homes  safer,  more  accessible,  more  energy 

efficient,  and  more  sustainable  ( the  "Housing  Stabilization  Progi'am  ”).  As  soon  as  is  practical 

the  Mayor ’s  Office  of  Housing  shall  implement  and  develop  a manual  for  the  Housing 

Stabilization  Program. 

(4)  The  Cit\>  may  use  monies  in  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  to  operate  and 
administer  the  Infrastructure  Grant  Progj‘am  as  described  in  subsection  (e).  The  City  may  not 

allocate  to  the  Infi'astructure  Grant  Prosiam  in  any  fiscal  year  an  amount  exceeding  the  greater 

of  $2  million  or  10%  of  the  amount  appropriated  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for  that  fiscal  year 

under  subsection  (c). 
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(5)  In  any  fiscal  year,  the  City  may  allocate  a sufficient  amount  from  the  Housing 
Trust  Fund  to  pay  for  all  legally  permissible  administrative  cosls  of  the  Fund,  including,  without 
limitation,  legal  costs,  associated  with  any  use  of  the  Housing  Trust  Fund. 

(e)  Complete  Neighborhoods  Infrastructure  Grant  Pros  ram.  After  conferring  with  the 

Director  of Planning,  the  Director  of  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  shall  design  and  administer 

a Complete  Neighborhoods  Infrastructure  Grant  Program  ("Infrastructure  Grant  Program  "). 

The  purpose  of  the  Infrastructure  Grant  Program  is  to  accelerate  the  build-out  of  the  public 

realm  infrastructure  needed  to  support  increased  residential  density  in  the  City ’s  neighborhoods. 

The  City  may  use  monies  from  the  Infrastructure  Grant  Program  only  for  public  facilities 
identified  in  the  Community  Facilities  District  law  (Cal.  Govt.  Code  53311  et  seq.,  as 

amended),  and  shall  give  priority  to  the  use  of  such  monies  bv  residential  development  project 

sponsors,  communit\>-based  organizations , and  City  departments  for  public  realm  improvements 

associated  with  proposed  residential  development  pro  jects. 

(f)  Bondine  Authority.  Notwithstanding  the  limitations  set  forth  in  Sections  9.107, 

9.108,  and  9.109  of  this  Charter,  upon  recommendation  of  the  Mayor,  the  Board  of  Supervisors 

may  authorize  the  issuance,  without  limitation,  of  revenue  bonds,  lease  financing,  notes,  or  other 

evidences  of  indebtedness  or  other  obligations  ("Debt  Obligations1'),  the  proceeds  of  which  are 

to  be  used  for  creating,  acquiring,  and  rehabilitating  rental  and  ownership  housing  affordable  to 

Households  earning  up  to  120%  of  the  Area  Median  Income,  including,  without  limitation,  the 

acquisition  of  land  for  such  purpose.  Such  Debt  Obligations  shall  be  secured  bv  and/or  repaid 
from  any  available  funds  pledged  or  appropriated  by  Board  o fSupennsors  ordinance  for  such 

purpose,  which  amount  may  include  funds  in  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  allocated  under 

subsection  (c).  Debt  Obligations  authorized  hereby  shall  be  issued  in  accordance  with  the 
Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing  policies,  and  upon  the  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Board  of 

Supervisors  shall  approve.  Funds  appropriated  to  pay  debt  sen>ice  on  the  Debt  Obligations  in 
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such  fiscal  year  under  the  terms  of  this  Section  shall  be  set  aside  in  an  account  for  such  use  until 

such  payment  is  made. 

(g)  On-Site  Inclusionarv  Affordable  Housing  Requirements. 

( 1 ) Application.  This  subsection  (g)  shall  not  apply  to:  anv  residential  vroiects 
subject  to  a development  agreement  approved  by  the  City  under  California  Government  Code 

Section  65864  et  seq.;  any  project  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Section  415  et  seq,  under 

Section  415.3  as  it  existed  on  July  1,  2012:  the  requirements  of  a redevelopment  plan  for  a 

redevelopment  project  area ; or  any  project  in  which  the  City  has  a proprietaiy  interest. 

12)  Reduction  of  Current  On-Site  Inclusionarv  Affordable  Housing 
Requirement  Beginning  on  January  1,  2013 , the  City  shall  reduce  by  20%  the  on-site 

inclusionarv  housing  obligation  for  all  projects  subject  to  the  on-site  Inclusionaiy  affordable 

housins  requirements  of  Planning  Code  Section  415  et  seq.,  including  any  on-site  requirements 

found  in  other  sections  of  the  Planning  Code  including . but  not  limited  to , Planning  Code 

Sections  415.6 , 419.  424.  249.33.  827(b)(1)  and  anv  other  Municipal  Code  sections  that  refer  to 

Planning  Code  Section  415  et  seq.  or  its  predecessor , from  the  requirements  of  Section  415  and 

other  related  sections  as  they  exist  as  o f July  1,  2012.  NotM’ithstanding  the  foregoing,  in  no  event 

shall  the  on-site  inclusionarv  housing  obligation  for  any  pro  ject  be  reduced  below  the  Basic 

Inclusionarv  Housing  Requirement. 

13)  Application  to  Previously  Approved  Projects. 

(A)  This  subsection  (g)(3)  does  not  apply  to  pro  jects  that  received  a 
reduction  in  on-site  inclusionarv  housing  requirements  through  subsection  (g)(2)  above. 

(B)  Sponsors  of  projects  that  already  have  received  their  first 
construction  document  as  defined  in  Section  107A.13. 1 of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  as  of 

January  1,  2013  may  not  receive  a reduction  in  anv  on-site  below  market  rate  requirement 

applicable  to  the  subject  property  under  this  subsection  (g). 
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(C)  Sponsors  of  projects  that  have  not  received  their  first  construction 
document  as  defined  in  Section  107A.13.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  January  J, 

2013  may  apply  once  to  the  Planning  Commission  for  a modification  of  their  existing  conditions 
of  approval  to  reduce  any  on-site  below  market  rate  inclusionarv  requirements  by  20% 

consistent  with  subsection  (g)(2),  or  change  their  election  so  that  they  will  provide  on-site  rather 
than  off-site  below  market  rate  units  or  Affordable  Housing  Fee  payments. 

Project  sponsors  seeking  to  amend  their  conditions  of  approval  to  benefit 
from  the  20%  reduction  must  demonstrate  to  the  Planning  Commission  that  the  proposed 

reduction  will  enable  the  project  to  obtain  financing  and  commence  construction  within  a one- 

vear  time  period  following  Planning  Commission's  approval  of  the  proposed  reduction.  The 

Planning  Commission  shall  include  a condition  of  approval  to  require  that  the  project  sponsor 

obtain  its  first  construction  document  within  one  year  of  the  approval.  If  the  project  sponsor- 

does  not  obtain  its  first  construction  document  within  one  year,  then  the  conditions  of  approval 

existing  before  the  modification  shall  apply  unless  the  Zoning  Administrator,  after  a duly  noticed 

hearing , determines  that  the  pro  ject  sponsor  has  made  good  faith  e fforts  to  obtain  its  first 

construction  document  but  for  reasons  beyond  the  project  sponsor's  control  including,  but  not 

limited  to,  the  filing  of  a lawsuit  or  dela\>  on  the  part  of  the  City  or  another  public  entity,  has 

been  unable  to  obtain  its  first  construction  document.  In  such  a case , the  Zoning  Administrator 

may  extend  the  time  once , and  for  up  to  1 year,  for  obtaining  the  first  construction  document. 

Any  further  extensions  of  time  may  only  be  granted  by  the  Planning  Commission  using  the  same 

inquiry  as  to  whether  the  project  sponsor  has  made  good  faith  e fforts  to  obtain  its  first 

construction  document. 

The  Planning  Commission  may  not  make  modifications  under  this 
subsection  (g)(3)(C)  after  January  1 . 2016. 

(h)  Stabilizing  the  Cost  Obligation  of  Future  Inclusionarv  or  Affordable  Housins 

Requirements, 
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( 1 ) Application.  This  subsection  (h)  shall  apply  as  follows: 

(A)  This  subsection  shall  apply  only  to  private  residential  projects  or  the 
private  residential  portion  of  a mixed-use  project , and  not  commercial  projects;  and 

(B)  This  subsection  shall  not  apply  to  any  of  the  following: 

( i ) A project  located  in  an  area  subject  to  a development 
agreement  under  California  Government  Code  Sections  65864  etseq ,,  as  amended,  or  any 

successor  legislation : 

fii)  A project  located  in  a redevelopment  project  area , an 
infrastructure  financing  district,  or  any  other  area  that  the  City  designates  under  State  law  in 

which  property  tax  increment  is  allocated  to  fund  affordable  housing ; 

fiii)  A project  that , through  a Special  Use  District  or  other  local 
legislation  adopted  after  November  6 , 2012 , receives  (l)a  20%  or  greater  increase  in 

developable  residential  gross  floor  area,  as  measured  by  a change  in  height  limits.  Floor  Area 

Ratio  limits , or  use,  over  prior  zoning,  or  (2)  a 50%  or  greater  increase  in  residential  densities 

over  prior  zoning  NotM’ithstanding  the  foregoing . should  a pro  ject  sponsor  seek  to  develop  a 

project  in  accordance  with  zoning  in  place  immediately  before  the  establishment  of  the  Special 
Use  Disti'ict  this  subsection  (h)  shall  apply: 

(iv)  An  area  subject  to  a change  in  zoning  enacted  after 
November  6,  2012  that  affects  40  or  more  acres  or  greater  and  results  in  a significant  increase 

in  residential  development  potential  where  the  area  is  not  also  encompassed  by  a Special  Use 

Distinct  adopted  after  November  6,  2012. 

The  Cit\>  shall  adopt  a standard  for  determining  what  constitutes 
"a  significant  increase  in  residential  development  potential"  for  these  purposes  as  follows: 

There  shall  be  a Housing  Review  Committee  comprised  of  the  Directors  of  the  Mayor ’s  Office  of 

Housing,  the  Planning  Department,  and  the  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce  Development . or 

their  successor  agencies.  No  later  than  March  1.  2013,  the  Housing  Review  Committee,  after  at 
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least  one  public  hearing . shall  recommend  a standard  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  the  form  of 

a proposed  ordinance  Thereafter,  the  Housing  Review  Committee,  at  regular  intervals 
determined  by  the  Committee,  shall  review  the  standard  and  recommend  any  necessary  updates 

or  modifications  to  the  Board. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  may  reject  a proposed  ordinance 
submitted  bv  the  Housing  Review  Committee  hv  a majority  vote.  If  the  Board  fails  to  reject  the 

proposed  ordinance  within  60  daw  of  receiving  it  from  the  Housing  Review  Committee,  the 

proposed  ordinance  shall  be  deemed  adopted. 

In  subsequently  applying  the  standard  established  in  the  ordinance 
and  determining  whether  to  increase  affordable  housing  fees  or  exactions  in  the  area  subject  to 

thechanee  in  zoning,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  consider  any  analysis  approved  bv  the 

Conti’oller's  Office  regarding  the  financial  feasibility  of  development  subject  to  the  proposed  fee 

or  exaction. 

(v)  A project  that  receives  public  financing  or  financial  incentives 
for  affordable  housing  from  the  California  Debt  Limit  Allocation  Committee  tax-exempt  bond 

financing  or  other  similar  public  source;  or 

(vi)  A project  that  receives  a density  bonus  for  the  development  of 
affordable  housing  through  the  State  Density  Bonus  Law  or  other  similar  State  legislation ; 

Mi)  A project  in  which  the  City  has  a proprietary  interest. 

(2)  Inclusionarv  Housins  Cost  Obligation.  As  of  January  1.  2013.  the  C.ir\’  may 
not  adopt  any  new  land  use  legislation  or  adminisfrative  regulation . including  a Planning  Code 

amendment  or  impose  any  new  condition  of  approval  on  the  issuance  of  a discretionary  permit , 

that  would  require  an  increase  in  the  project  sponsor's  Inclusionarv  Housing  Cost  Obligation 

beyond  that  required  as  of  January  1.  2013 , including  and  incorporating  the  reductions  effected 

by  subsection  (e). 
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(3)  Other  Fees  Related  to  Affordable  Housing  Fee.  As  of  January  1,  2013.  the 


City  may  not  adopt  any  new  land  use  legislation  or  administrative  regulation,  including  a 

Planning  Code  amendment,  or  impose  any  new  condition  of  approval  on  the  issuance  of  a 

discretionary  permit,  that  would  increase  any  Other  Affordable  Housing  Fees  beyond  that 

required  as  of  July  L 2012. 

(4)  Remedy.  Any  challenge  to  the  validity  of  any  legislation  or  final 
administrative  order  or  decision  on  the  grounds  that  such  legislation , order  or  decision 

increases  the  project  sponsor's  Inclusionary  Housing  Cost  Obligation  or  imposes  Other 

Affordable  Housing  Fees  will  be  subject  to  the  requirements  of  California  Code  of  Civil 

Procedure  Sections  1085  and  1094.5.  respectively.  Any  such  challenge  may  be  brought  only 

after  a project  sponsor  has  exhausted  all  available  administrative  remedies,  and  shall  be  subject 

to  all  applicable  statutes  of  limitations,  including  without  limitation  those  set  forth  in  California 

Code  of  Civil  Procedure  Section  1094.5  and  California  Government  Code  Sections  65009  and 

66499,37, 

(i)  Legislation.  The  City  shall  enact  any  legislation  necessaiy  to  implement 
subsections  (g)  and  fh)  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  effective  date  of  this  Section,  but  no  later 

than  Januaty  1.  2014.  Before  the  adoption  of  such  legislation,  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing, 

with  consultation  as  necessary  with  the  Planning  Department , shall  implement  the  provisions  of 

subsections  fg)  and  fh)  administi-ativelv  and  shall  issue  any  necessary  guidance. 

(i)  Disclaimer . Nothing  in  this  Section  shall  be  construed  to  limit  or  restrict  the  abilit\> 

of  the  City  to  adopt  any  fees  or  exactions  related  to  public  benefits  other  than  affordable 

housing,  including,  but  not  lunited  to,  transit  infi-astructure,  streetscape,  public  realm 

improvement , or  child  care  fees. 

(k)  Tenth  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (l)  below , this  Section  shall  become 
inoperative  on  July  1.  2043.  and  after  such  date  shall  have  no  further  force  or  effect  and  shall  be 
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(1)  Early  Termination.  At  any  time  before  January  1,  2013 . the  Mayor,  after  consulting 

with  his  or  her  Budget  Director  and  the  Controller , and  after  taking  into  account  the  City 's 

projected  revenues  and  expenditures  in  the  City's  financial  plans,  may  terminate  implementation 

of  this  Section  bv  issuing  a written  notice  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Controller.  The 

termination  shall  be  irrevocable  and  apply  to  the  entire  Section  16.110.  Upon  the  Mayor's 

signing  of  the  notice , this  Section  shall  become  inoperative  and  after  such  date  shall  have  no 

force  or  effect  and  shall  be  repealed. 

Section  3 . Article  34  Authorization.  Consistent  with  Article  34  of  the  California 
Constitution,  the  voters  authorize  private  sponsors  with  financial  assistance  from  any  public 
body  to  develop,  construct  or  acquire  up  to  30,000  dwelling  units  of  low  rent  housing  projects 
within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  the  purpose  of  providing  rental  housing  for 
persons  and  families  of  low  and  moderate  income.  This  authorization  shall  not  be  affected  by 
the  early  termination  of  Section  16.110  under  subsection  (1)  of  that  Section. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  

THOMAS  J.  OWEN 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Souroe:  ACS  2008-2010  three  year  estimates 


Affordable  rent  is  based  on  the  San  Francisco  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing  published  rents  and  equals  maximum  monthly  rent  for  each 
unit  type  and  includes  the  cost  of  utilities 

Affordability  gap  equals  affordable  rent  minus  HUD  fair  market  rent 


Affordable  Home  Sales  Prices  for  a 2-Bedroom  and  3-Person  Household 
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Total  Home  Sales  Affordable  to  Households  Earning  80%  AMI:  178  Homes  Source:  DataQuick,  Seifel  Consulting  Inc. 


Total  Home  Sales  Affordable  to  Households  Earning  120%  AMI:  618  Homes 


1 1 1 1 1 


San  Francisco  Population  by  Income 


Source:  2005-2009  five  year  estimates/lPUMS,  Mayor’s  Office  of 
Housing,  Seifel  Consulting  Inc. 


Income  Category 

Source:  2005-9  five  year  estimates/IPUMS,  1990  and  2000  Census/IPUMS,  Seifel  Consulting  Inc. 
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Over  30  years,  the  HTF  will  provide  approximately  $1.2  billion 
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Improving  Muni:  Pilot  Scavenger  Hunt 

Muni  wants  to  partner  with  the  Youth  Commission  to  actively  engage 
youth  in  learning  more  about  speed  and  reliability  improvements 
proposed  for  Muni  on  the  5 Fulton. 


Edwin  M.  Lee  | Mayor 

Tom  Nolan  | Chairman 

Cheryl  Brinkman  | Vice-Chairman 

Leona  Bridges  | Director 

Malcolm  Heinicke  i Director 

Jerry  lee  | Olrector 

JoSl  Ramos  | Director 

Cristina  Rubke  | Director 

Edward  D.  Reiskin  | Director  of  Transportatio 


Background 


Muni's  Transit  Effectiveness  Project  (TEP)  wants  to  improve  Muni  setvice  in  terms  of  speed  and  reKaMV- 
buses  and  trains  should  be  faster  and  should  come  frequently.  Currently,  transit  has  to  compete  with  traffic 
and  other  street  issues  that  influence  the  speed  and  reliability  of  the  system. 

Muni  staff  have  proposed  tools  that  will  help  to  fix  some  of  those  issues  on  eight  of  the  heaviest  used  lines 
in  the  city  (the  Muni ! Rapid  network)-  the  5 Fulton,  J Church,  N Judah,  8X  Bayshore  Express,  14  Mission, 

22  Fillmore  28  19th  Avenue,  and  30  Stockton  corridors.  Since  March  2012,  the  TEP  team  has  conducted 
workshops’  held  public  meetings  and  given  presentations  to  interested  groups.  Our  next  step  is  to  focus 
outreach  to  reach  youth  voices,  and  we’re  hoping  it  might  be  more  fun  if  we  use  games  and  social  media. 

Youth  Outreach  Objectives  

1.  Inform  youth  Muni  customers  about  the  Muni  Rapid  corridor  proposals  and  how  to  participate  in  the 

2Ubprovide  engaging,  fun  activities  to  elicit  useful  feedback  from  youth  Muni  riders  about  the  Rapid 
3°rf  Prepare* * participants  to  be  ambassadors  for  the  Rapid  proposals  in  their  own  communities. 


What’s  the  point  of  the  pilot? 


Muni  and  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  will  pilot  a smartphone-based  scavenger  hunt ^aiong  the  5 
Fulton  Muni  Rapid  corridor.  Using  smart-phones  and  the  SCVNGR  app,  players  1 lef" Xmes  to  earn 
current  obstacles  to  Muni  reliability,  explore  proposals  to  reduce  travel  time,  and  finish  challenges  to  earn 
points  towards  prizes.  This  pilot  will:  .....  ..  -.*„*„,* 

• Ensure  that  SCVNGR  game  approach  will  satisfy  youth  outreach  objectives  as  anticipated. 

• Identify  risks  that  will  need  to  be  mitigated  before  public  roll  out. 

• Test  game  challenges  and  design. 

• Improve  staff  capability  to  conduct  full  implementation. 


So  what  we  want  from  the  Youth  Commission  is.. 


Aqree  to  help  Muni  pilot  the  SCVNGR  hunt,  play  the  game  and  win  prizes! 

Shce  this  is  a pilot,  we  need  participants  to  test  out  our  game  and  let  us  know  what  works  wha  is  fun 
what  isn't  working  and  what  isn't  fun.  That  means  if  you  or  your  friends  volunteer  in  the  pilot  you  II  need  to. 

• Play  the  scavenger  hunt  safely  on  Fulton  Street  during  one  of  the  set  times, 

• Bring,  borrow,  or  team  up  with  someone  who  has  a smartphone  (iPhone  and  Androids), 

• Take  a few  surveys  to  let  us  know  what  worked  and  what  you  learned, 

Anticipated^  occurTn  late  July6  Tofind  out  about  participating  in  the  pilot,  please  contact  the  Mario 
Yedidia  at  Mario.Yedidia@sfgov.org  or  at  415-554-6254. 

Thank  you  to  SCVNGR  for  use  of  their  product  - to  learn  more  about  the  SCVNGR  app  ched .out  MM 
To  learn  more  about  the  pilot  project,  please  contact  Lulu  Feliciano  at  Lulu.Fellciano@sfmta.com 
and  Wylie  Timmerman  at  Wvlle.Timmemnan@$fgoy:Ora. 


San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 

One  South  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Seventh  FI.  San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

Tel:  415.701.4500  | Fax:  415.701.4430  | www.sfmta.com 


How  SCVNGR  works 


1.  Players  download  the  SCVNGR  application. 

2.  In  the  SCVNGR  application,  players  find  and 
select  a "Making  Muni  Rapid"  trek.  “Treks”  are 
collections  of  challenges  to  be  completed  at 
locations.  For  the  pilot,  the  5 Fulton  will  be  the  trek. 

3.  Players  are  presented  with  locations  to 
perform  challenges. 


4.  Once  at  the  location,  players  can  choose  a 
challenge  to  attempt.  There  might  be  explanatory 
notes,  images  and  video  to  each  challenge,  along 
with  rewards  for  completion.  See  examples  of 
challenges  on  opposite  side. 


fH8  Congestion  Alley 

Stop  signs  can  realty  delay  your 
commute,  especially  during 
commute  hours.  Can  you  snap  a 
picture  of  three  cars  ahead  of  the  N 
Judah  at  this  stop  sign? 


HI  Zipping  Through 

SFMTA  is  proposing  to  replace  this 
4-way  stop  sign  with  a traffic 
calming  measure.  Watch  this  video 
and  fell  us  what  you'd  like  to  see. 


fH  Watch  Your  Step 

Boarding  Islands  make  it  easier  to 
get  off  the  N Judah  when  it  stops, 
but  some  are  too  short  How  many 
doors  exit  straight  onto  the  street  al 
this  stop? 


Your 


Step 


5.  After  completing  a challenge,  players  will  be 
shown  a short  explanation  of  the  Rapid  corridor 
proposals  to  improve  transit  at  that  location. 
For  instance,  after  a completing  a challenge  related 
to  stop  sign  delay,  players  will  read  about  transit 
signal  priority.  Players  who  have  completed  a 
challenge  can  optionally  share  their  success  with 
friends  on  social  networks  like  Facebook. 

6.  At  the  end  of  the  contest,  points  will  be  tallied 
by  Muni  staff  to  determine  contest  winner. 


FILE  NO. 


Don/*)nt*ni~  C^) 

RESOLUTION  NO.  1112— 15 

1 [Supporting  City  College  of  San  Francisco] 

2 Resolution  calling  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  the  efforts  to 

3 keep  City  College  accredited  and  open 

4 

5 WHEREAS,  City  College  of  San  Francisco  (CCSF)  is  the  largest  community  college  in 

6 California  serving  nearly  100,000  students,1  and  employing  many  Bay  Area  residents  as 

7 instructors,  faculty,  and  administrative  staff;  and 

8 WHEREAS,  Since  opening  its  doors  in  1935,  CCSF  has  played  an  active  role  in  the 

9 lives  and  educational  achievements  of  Bay  Area  residents  of  all  ages,  ethnic,  academic,  and 

10  socio-economic  backgrounds;  and 

1 1 WHEREAS,  Including  its  main  campus  on  Ocean  Avenue  in  San  Francisco’s  7th 

12  supervisorial  district,  CCSF  currently  has  9 campuses  and  additional  sites  that  serve  the 

13  diverse  neighborhoods  of  San  Francisco  and  demonstrate  CCSF’s  investment  in  the 

14  educational  well  being  of  all  San  Francisco  residents;  and 

15  WHEREAS,  Many  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  graduates  attend  CCSF  after 

16  graduation;  and 

17  WHEREAS,  After  graduating  with  their  Associates  degree,  many  CCSF  students 

1 8 continue  their  higher  education  at  a California  State  University  (CSU)  or  University  of 

19  California  (UC)  institution  and 

20  WHEREAS,  In  early  July,  2012,  the  Accrediting  Commission  for  Community  and  Junior 

21  Colleges  (ACCJC)  released  a devastating  report  that  calls  into  question  the  future  viability  of 

22  CCSF  and  demands  that  CCSF  institute  changes  to  address  over  a dozen  major  structural 

23  issues;  now,  therefore  be  it 

24 

25  1 This  and  most  of  the  basic  information  in  the  first  4 Whereas  clauses  come  from  the  City  College  of  San 
Francisco  website,  http://www.ccsf.edu/NEW/. 


Commissioner  LaCroix 
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FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1112—15 


RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  calls  on  the  Mayor  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  support  City  College  of  San  Francisco  and  the  efforts  to  keep  City 
College  open  for  all  Bay  Area  students  and  residents;  and  be  it  further 

WHEREAS,  That  the  Youth  Commission  encourages  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors 
to  consider,  in  particular,  the  feasibility  of  lending  in-kind  technical  support  (perhaps  with 
Controller’s  Office  staff)  to  City  College  of  San  Francisco,  their  administration,  and  the 
Community  College  District  Board,  assisting  the  efforts  of  CCSF  as  they  move  towards 
resolving  the  ACCJC  concerns  detailed  in  their  report  by  the  October  15,  2012  deadline. 


Commissioner  LaCroix 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
DRAFT-  Minutes 
**Special  Meeting** 
Monday,  July  16th,  2012 
5:15~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


AUG  2 8 2012 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Youth  Commission  Chairwoman  Leah  LaCroix  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:21  pm. 

Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Robin  Bonner,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Betty  Huey,  Antonia 
Huneeus,  Leah  LaCroix,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Rene  Ontiveros,  Nicholas  Persky, 
Mia  Shackelford,  Joyce  Sun,  Happy  (Huimin)  Yang.  Commissioners  absent:  Jonathan  Baer, 
Angel  Carrion,  Javonte  Holloway,  Hillary  Liang.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia.  Interns  present. 
Annie  Huang,  Michelle  Kong,  Simon  Li. 
hi 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Persky,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve  the  agenda. 
The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  June  18th,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Sun,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  of 
June  18th,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  March  7th,  2012 -Special 
(Document  B) 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  LaCroix,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes 
of  March  7th,  2012.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

This  item  was  called  out  of  order  after  item  6 legislation  referred. 

A.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (BOS) 

i)  Free  MUNI  for  Low-Income  Youth 

ii)  Recreation  Access  at  Juvenile  Hall 

iii)  Global  Overview  of  FY  11-12  legislation  to-date 

Youth  Commission  Director  Mario  Yedidia  provided  a legislative  report  on  free  MUNI  for  low 
income  youth,  recreation  access  at  Juvenile  Hall,  and  a global  overview  of  Youth 
Commission  legislation  work  to  date. 

B.  Youth  Commission  Program  Updates  & Reminders 

i)  Fall  Orientation  Retreat  Planning 

ii)  Youth  Commission  Outreach:  Visiting  community-based  organizations  and 
providing  City  Hall  tours 

Mr.  Yedidia  encouraged  Youth  Commissioners  to  work  with  staff  in  order  to  pian  the 
upcoming  fall  orientation  retreat  for  the  2012-2013  Youth  Commission.  Commissioners 
Brodwin,  Bonner,  LaCroix,  and  Shackelford  said  they  would  be  interested  in  participating 
in  the  retreat  planning  meeting.  Mr.  Yedidia  spoke  about  the  Youth  Commission 
outreach  work  that’s  been  happening  the  last  few  weeks  and  has  involved 
commissioners  and  staff  visiting  community  based  organizations,  as  well  as  hosting 
inviting  youth  programs  on  visits  of  City  Hall.  He  encouraged  all  commissioners  to  plan  a 
community  organization  visit  with  staff.  Commissioner  Marshall-Flicker  shared  her 
experiences  visiting  a group  of  high  school-aged  youth  at  the  Booker  T.  Washington 
Community  Service  Center  the  previous  week. 

6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  file  no.  120554]  Affordable  Housing  Trust  Fund  and  Housing  Production 
Incentives.  (Mayor  Lee;  Supervisors  Wiener,  Olague,  Kim,  Avalos,  Mar,  Cohen) 
Presenter:  Jeff  Buckley,  Office  of  Mayor  Lee 
(Documents  C and  D) 

Jeff  Buckley,  senior  housing  advisor  to  Mayor  Lee,  walked  Commissioners  through  a 
power  point  presentation  explaining  the  Charter  amendment  everyone  is  calling  the 
“Housing  Trust  Fund.”  Mr.  Buckley  began  by  way  of  laying  out  the  need  for  the  City  to 
produce  more  affordable  housing  and  by  explaining  the  current  desultory  state  of  funding 
for  affordable  housing  production.  He  went  on  to  describe  the  collaborative  process  that 
produced  this  law,  which  resulted  from  the  Mayor’s  Office  bringing  together  the 
affordable  housing  community  with  market  rate  real  estate  developers.  At  root,  the 
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Housing  Trust  Fund  will  create  a funding  source  for  30  years  dedicated  to  affordable 
housing,  which  will  likely  total  some  $2  billion.  These  monies  will  be  used  to  increase 
housing  options  for  the  City’s  diverse  population,  provide  support  for  households  to 
remain  in  their  homes,  and  stimulate  market  rate  development  to  the  benefit  of  our  local 
economy. 

Mr.  Buckley  then  fielded  Commissioners’  questions  on  a variety  of  matters. 
Commissioner  Yang  asked  how  the  proposed  business  tax  reform  measure  that  the 
Mayor  and  many  members  of  the  Board  have  placed  on  the  ballot  for  November  2012 
relates  to  the  Housing  Trust  Fund.  Commissioner  Brodwin  asked  why  the  revenue 
sources  were  being  voted  on  differently.  Commissioners  LaCroix  and  Tu  Mutch  asked 
questions  regarding  the  impact  of  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  on  transitional  aged  youth 
(TAY).  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  asked  about  what  the  City  would  be  doing  to 
change  the  housing  market  in  general,  so  that  families  in  need  would  have  access  to 
affordable  housing.  Michelle  Kong,  a Youth  Commission  office  intern,  asked  about 
whether  the  Trust  Fund,  if  approved  by  the  voters,  would  help  revive  the  Schlage  Lock 
Factory  project,  which  would  have  created  affordable  housing  in  the  Visitacion  Valley 
neighborhood  (this  project  was  in  the  planning  stages  when  the  Redevelopment  Agency 
was  dissolved). 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioners  then  spent  some  time  discussing  the  Housing  Trust  Fund. 
Commissioners  Shackelford,  Brodwin,  and  Armstrong  all  spoke  in  favor  of  the  Charter 
amendment.  They  reminded  their  colleagues  of  the  work  the  Commission  did  in  January 
regarding  the  acute  lack  of  housing  for  system-involved  TAY,  and  argued  that  this  work 
should  lead  the  Commission  as  a whole  to  support  the  proposed  Charter  amendment. 

Commissioner  Yang,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  support 
the  Affordable  Housing  Trust  Fund  and  Housing  Production  Incentives.  The  motion  was 
approved  based  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (13)  - Armstrong,  Bonner,  Brodwin, 
Huey,  Huneeus,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford. 
Sun,  and  Yang. 

Commissioner  LaCroix,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Yang,  moved  to  add  the  following 
comments  to  the  response  to  legislation  referred:  to  urge  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  emphasize  ensure  that  money  is  set  aside  in  the  HTF  to  address  the 
need  for  more  affordable  housing  for  systems  involved,  transitional  aged  youth;  to 
provide  assistance  to  renters,  and  to  create  a pipeline  between  renting  and 
homeownership.  The  Youth  Commission  would  also  like  to  make  sure  that  the  Housing 
Trust  Fund  would  help  keep  current  San.  Franciscans  in  San  Francisco.  The  motion  was 
passed  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  and  request  for  collaboration  regarding  improving  MUNI  and  implementing 
the  Transit  Effectiveness  Project 

Presenters'.  Staff,  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  and  Controller’s  Office 
(Document  E) 

Chris  Pangiiinan,  a transportation  engineer  from  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
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Transportation  Agency  (SFMTA)  and  Wylie  Timmerman,  a City  Hall  Fellow  from  the 
Controller’s  Office,  spoke  about  Muni’s  Transit  Effectiveness  Project  (TEP),  a multiyear 
study  undertaken  by  the  SFMTA  and  the  Controller  Office  completed  in  2008  by  that 
contains  comprehensive  recommendations  to  improve  the  speed  and  reliability  of  MUNI 
service.  One  portion  the  TEP  focuses  on  improving  8 of  MUNI’s  most  used  lines  :the  5 
Fulton,  J Church,  N Judah,  8X  Bayshore  Express,  14  Mission,  22  Fillmore,  28  19th  Ave, 
and  30  Stockton. 

Mr.  Timmerman  then  explained  that  for  the  SFMTA  to  implement  the  kinds  of  changes 
recommended  in  the  TEP— for  example,  limiting  parking  at  certain  times  of  the  day  on 
certain  stretches  of  a bus  line  or  running  an  express  or  limited  bus — the  public  would 
have  to  support  these  changes.  MUNI  and  the  Controller’s  office  were  thus  doing 
• outreach  in  various  communities  to  inform  the  public  about  the  TEP  changes.  However, 
the  SFMTA  and  the  Controller’s  Office  want  to  include  more  people — especially  young 
people— in  the  public  process  of  raising  awareness  about  TEP  changes. 

To  this  end,  Mr.  Pangilinan  and  Mr.  Timmerman  requested  that  Youth  Commissioners 
consider  partnering  with  MUNI  to  actively  engage  youth  in  learning  more  about  speed 
and  reliability  improvements  proposed  for  Muni  on  the  5 Fulton  line  by  conducting  a pilot 
program  of  playing  a smart  phone  based  scavenger  hunt  along  the  5 Fulton  line.  This 
smart  phone  application,  called  SCVNGR,  allows  players  to  learn  more  about  current 
obstacles  to  MUNI  reliability  and  explores  proposals  to  reduce  travel  time.  Mr.  Pangilinan 
and  Mr.  Timmerman  explained  that  there  would  be  prizes  for  the  group  that  scores 
highest  using  the  app. 

Commissioners  then  gave  suggestions  on  what  incentives  would  be  good  for  youth. 
Commissioner  Ontiveros  suggested  books  or  headphones,  a prize  that  youth  can  use 
while  on  the  bus.  Commissioner  Huey  suggested  concert  tickets.  Commissioner  Tu 
Mutch  suggested  money.  Commissioner  Yang  suggested  lunch  with  the  Controller. 
Commissioner  Persky  suggested  free  Muni  for  youth  for  life.  Youth  Commission  intern, 
Michelle  Kong,  suggested  a way  for  youth  to  customize  clipper  cards. 

Mr.  Pangilinan  asked  commissioners  to  check  out  the  website  www.yptsfbav.org  for 
more  information.  Commissioners  Shackelford,  LaCroix,  Persky,  and  Yang  all 
volunteered  to  participate  in  this  project. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  LaCroix  thanked  SFMTA  and  Controller’s  office  staff  for  their 
presentation. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  {All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1 1 12— AL1 5— Supporting  City  College  of  San  Francisco 
Sponsor  and  presenter  Commissioner  Leah  LaCroix 
(Document  F) 

Commissioner  LaCroix  prefaced  reading  the  resolution  into  the  public  record  by 
indicating  her  intention  of  asking  her  colleagues  to  suspend  the  Youth  Commission’s 
bylaws  in  order  vote  on  this  resolution  at  this  meeting  (given  that  it  is  almost  certainly  the 
final  one  of  the  2011-2012  Youth  Commission  term).  She  then  provided  some  contextual 


information  on  City  College  of  San  Francisco’s  current  standing  with  a recent 
Accreditation  report.  Commissioner  LaCroix  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public 
record  and  Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

There  was  no  public  comment  or  discussion  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  suspend  the 
bylaws  and  vote  on  this  resolution  upon  first  reading.  The  motion  was  approved  based 
on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Huey,  Huneeus,  LaCroix, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang;  Nays  (1)- 
Bonner. 

Commissioner  LaCroix,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  motioned  to  adopt  this 
resolution.  The  motion  was  passed  based  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - 
Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Huey,  Huneeus,  LaCroix,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Ontiveros, 
Persky,  Shackelford,  Sun,  and  Yang;  Nays  (1)  - Bonner. 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 
There  was  no  update. 

B.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Commissioner  Ontiveros  stated  that  some  committee  members  met  with  Chief  of 
Probation,  William  Siffermann  to  discuss  how  youth  was  accessing  the  recreation  yard. 
There  will  be  a committee  meeting  on  Wednesday,  July  1 8th 

C.  Youth  Immigration  Committee 
Commissioner  Yang  gave  a brief  update. 

D.  Youth  City  Services 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  shared  an  update  on  the  status  of  12N,  which  will  come  to  the 
Youth  Commission  for  approval  soon. 

E.  Youth  Employment  Committee 
There  was  no  update. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Monday,  June  18' 201 2 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

Commissioner  Armstrong  stated  that  she  was  out  of  the  country  on  a service  project  in 
Hondorus.  Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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ii.  Commissioner  Brodwin  - cannot  be  authorized 


Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  four  minutes  late  to  the  meeting. 

A.  Monday,  June  4,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

Commissioner  Armstrong  explained  that  she  had  unexpected  family  obligations  on  the 
night  of  this  meeting.  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Huneeus, 
moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 

ii.  Commissioner  Bonner 

Commissioner  Bonner  explained  that  she  was  out  of  town.  Commissioner  Armstrong, 
seconded  by  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion 
was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Monday,  May  21,  2012 

i.  Commissioner  Armstrong 

Commissioner  Armstrong  explained  that  she  was  participating  in  a school  drama 
performance  that  night.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Ontiveros,  moved 
to  authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Bonner  announced  that  the  Bay  Area  Urban  Debate  League  (BAUDL)  will  be 
having  its  annual  camp  in  August.  There  will  be  a BAUDL  event  at  Downtown  High  School  that 
will  feature  Commissioner  Bonner,  and  all  commissioners  were  invited  to  participate  and  get 
more  information  from  her. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  announced  that  the  Contemporary  Jewish  Museum  was  free  for 
youth  under  18  years  old. 

12.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:50  p.m. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfQOV.orQ 

www.sfaov.orQ/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
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(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing. electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

**Special  Inaugural  Meeting** 
Thursday,  August  30,  2012 
6:30pm~8:30pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PL 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  July  16,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

AUG  2 8 2012 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


A.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 
Supervisors  (BOS) 


B.  Youth  Commission  Program  Updates  & Reminders 

6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Adoption  of  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws 
(Document  B) 

B.  Election  of  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Executive  Officers 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 


10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

12.  Adjournment 
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Of  Youth  Commission 


Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday — Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfaov.ora 

www.sfqov.org/vc 


KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 


The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orq1  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Proposed  for  Adoption  for  Full  Youth  Commission 
*Special  Inaugural  Meeting*  Thursday,  August  30,  2012 

San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 


2012-2013  Bylaws 


Section  I 
Section  n 
Section  HI 
Section  IV 
Section  V 
Section  VI 
Section  VII 
Section  VIII 

Section  EX 
Section  X 


Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 
Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 
Membership  & Meetings 
Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 
Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 
Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 
Commission  Core  Values 

Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 

Resources 

Legislation 

Amendments  to  Bylaws 


Section  I - Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

(A)  Name 

The  Youth  Commission  {hereinafter  called  the  “Commission”)  was  established  by  a 1995 
amendment  to  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (SEC  IV.  122-4. 125). 


(B)  Authorization 

The  Charter  provides  the  Commission  with  its  authorization. 

(C)  Purpose 

The  Charter  mandates  that  the  Commission  advise  both  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
the  Mayor  on  issues  relating  to  youth  and  children,  and  that  the  Commission  be  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Section  II  - Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 
(A)  Duties 

In  order  to  fulfill  its  Charter-mandated  purpose,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  have  the 
following  duties: 


1 . Respond  to  legislation  referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  providing  the 
Board  and  the  Mayor  with  written  comments  and  recommendations  and  by 
sending  commissioners  to  speak  at  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  its 
committees  and  other  relevant  City  bodies; 

2.  Adopt  resolutions  that  recommend,  encourage  or  urge  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  take  certain  actions; 

3.  Regularly  meet  with  the  elected  officials  who  appointed  each  commissioner 
(and/or  their  aides),  so  as  to  develop  a relationship  with  these  officials  and  better 
advise  them  on  the  issues  affecting  children  and  youth  in  San  Francisco;  and 

4.  Monitor,  research,  investigate  and  analyze  the  budgets  and  programs  of  the 
various  departments  of  local  government  that  affect  the  children  and  youth  of 
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San  Francisco— and  non-governmental  (not-for-profit  or  otherwise)  organizations 
that  do  the  same— and  propose  a set  of  budget  priorities  (at  minimum  once  a 
year)  for  policymakers  to  bear  in  mind  when  developing  their  budgets  for  the 
subsequent  fiscal  year. 

(B)  Activities 

In  order  to  fulfill  the  above  4 duties,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  engage  in  the 
following  two  activities: 

t.  Identify  the  issues  and  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco’s  young  people  by 
surveying,  questioning  and  developing  relationships  with  young  people 
themselves  and  adults  who  work  with  youth  at  recreation  centers,  social  service 
organizations,  after  school  programs,  religious  institutions,  and  any  other  kind  of 
community-based  organization  that  has  youth  members  or  serves  youth  in  some 
way;  and 

2.  Read,  research,  discuss  and  analyze  statistics,  reports,  surveys,  news  articles 
and  any  other  kind  of  data  relating  to  young  people  in  San  Francisco,  the  United 
States,  and  beyond. 

(C)  Time  Commitment 

As  per  the  Commission  Application  for  the  2012-2013  Term,  each  Commissioner  shall 
devote  at  minimum  15  hours  per  month  to  work  on  the  Commission.  Commission  staff 
shall  assist  Commissioners  in  tracking  and  cataloguing  their  time  and  work  on  the 
Commission. 

The  time  commitment  requirement  is  greater  for  Commissioners  elected  by  their 
colleagues  to  be  officers,  as  per  “Section  V— Officer  Positions,”  below. 

Section  III  - Membership  & Meetings 
(A)  Membership 

The  membership  of  the  Youth  Commission  shall  be  determined  by  SEC  IV.  123  (a)  of  the 
Charter: 

"The  Commission  shall  consist  of  seventeen  (17)  voting  members,  each  of  whom 
shall  be  between  the  ages  of  12  and  23  years  old  at  the  time  of  appointment.  Each 
member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  shall  appoint  one  member  to  the 
Commission.  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  five  (5)  members  from  underrepresented 
communities  to  ensure  that  the  Commission  represents  the  diversity  of  the  City. 
Commission  members  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  their  appointing  authorities.” 

(B1)  Regular  Meetings  & Mid  Year  Retreat 

In  order  to  conduct  its  business,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  meet  on  the  first  and 
third  Mondays  of  every  month  from  September  2012  through  June  2013,  unless  this  falls 
on  a holiday,  in  which  case  the  Commission  shall  meet  on  the  day  following  that  holiday 
(i.e.,  the  first  or  third  Tuesday  of  that  month).  Regular  meetings  shall  be  in  room  416  of 
City  Hall  unless  otherwise  noted  on  the  Youth  Commission  website  (www.sfgov.org/yc). 

Exceptions  include  September  2012  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  meet  only  on  the 
third  Monday  of  the  month)  and  January  2012  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  have  a 
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regular  meeting  on  the  first  Monday  of  the  month  and  then  hold  a special  Mid  Year 
Retreat  on  January  19  and  20  at  a location  To  Be  Determined). 

For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Section  III,  (C)  Attendance,  below)  the  Mid  Year 
Retreat  constitutes  a regular  meeting. 

(B2)  Special  Meetings 

Under  the  Brown  Act,  the  Chairperson  or  a majority  of  the  Commission  have  the  power 
to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission.  In  addition,  the  Executive  Committee  shall 
also  have  the  power  to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission,  if  a minimum  of  three 
Executive  Committee  members  vote  to  do  so.  For  a special  meeting,  an  agenda  and  72 
hours  notice  to  the  public  must  be  provided,  and  all  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of 
Order  below  apply. 

For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Section  III,  (C)  Attendance,  below)  all  special 
meetings  constitute  a regular  meeting. 

(B3)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order 

The  following  rules  hereby  govern  the  Commission’s  quorum  and  voting  procedure  at 
Youth  Commission  meetings: 

(a)  Quorum  shall  consist  of  a majority  of  the  Commission’s  17. members  (i.e.,  9 
commissioners). 

(b)  Quorum  is  needed  to  begin  a Commission  meeting  and  to  pass  any  motion, 
unless  otherwise  noted. 

(c)  Abstentions  are  only  permitted  if  there  is  a clear  conflict  of  interest  or  if  the 
particular  motion  refers  to  a matter  a Commissioner  would  not  be  in  position 
to  be  knowledgeable  of  (e.g.,  the  approval  of  minutes  from  a meeting  they  did 
not  attend). 

In  general,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  conduct  its  meetings  by  employing  the 
parliamentary  procedure  known  as  Rosenberg’s  Rules  of  Order. 

(B4)  Meeting  Agendas  & Minutes 

Any  commissioner  and  all  members  of  the  public  are  encouraged  to  request  that  items 
be  added  to  the  agenda.  The  Executive  Committee  (see  Section  V)  shall  meet  the 
Wednesday  prior  to  each  Youth  Commission  meeting  in  order  to  approve  the  agenda  for 
each  upcoming  meeting.  Ultimately,  the  Executive  Committee  has  the  authority  to 
determine  the  Commission’s  agenda.  If  the  Executive  Committee  does  not  meet  the 
week  before  a regularly  scheduled  Commission  meeting,  the  Chairperson  shall  have  the 
power  to  determine  the  agenda  of  the  upcoming  Commission  meeting. 

Agendas  shall  be  posted  (on  the  Commission’s  website,  in  front  of  room  416,  and 
delivered  to  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library),  no  less  than  72  hours  before  each 
meeting,  while  draft  minutes  shall  be  posted  no  more  than  48  business  hours  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  meeting  in  question. 

Section  IV  - Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 
(A)  Attendance 

The  Commission’s  attendance  policy  will  be  as  follows.  According  to  SEC  IV.  123  (c)  of 
the  Charter: 
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“Any  member  whom  the  Commission  certifies  to  have  missed  three  regularly 
scheduled  meetings  of  the  Commission  in  any  six  month  period  without  prior 
authorization  of  the  Commission  shall  be  deemed  to  have  resigned  from  the 
Commission  effective  on  the  date  of  the  written  certification  from  the 
Commission.” 

“Missing”  a meeting  means  any  of  the  following:  being  absent  at  a meeting;  arriving  any 
time  after  quorum  is  called;  leaving  any  time  before  a meeting  is  adjourned;  leaving  the 
Commission  meeting  room  during  a meeting  for  more  than  15  minutes  at  any  time. 

To  authorize  an  absence  after  a Commission  meeting,  the  member  seeking 
authorization  must  inform  staff  as  to  the  general  reason  for  his  or  her  absence  within  two 
weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  unless  the  member  can  show  undue  hardship  in 
contacting  the  staff  within  that  period.  If  a member  seeking  authorization  contacts  staff 
within  two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  at  the  next  Commission  meeting  the 
Executive  Committee  will  make  a recommendation  on  authorization  of  the  absence  to 
the  full  Commission.  The  full  Commission  shall  have  the  authority  to  authorize  an 
absence  by  simple  majority  vote. 

The  Commission  shall  not  have  the  power  to  authorize  more  than  3 absences  per  term. 

If  an  absence  is  not  authorized  by  the  Commission,  that  absence  hereby  counts  as  a 
“missed”  meeting. 

(B)  Resignation 

After  a Commissioner  has  been  found  to  have  missed  3 meetings,  Commission  staff 
shall  prepare  a written  resignation  form  to  be  voted  on  by  the  full  Commission  at  the  next 
full  Commission  meeting.  Only  by  supermajority  vote  shall  the  full  Commission  shall 
have  the  power  to  not  certify  such  a Commissioner’s  resignation. 

(C)  Leaves  of  Absence 

A Commissioner  may  request  a leave  of  absence,  for  any  reason,  of  not  more  than  3 
regular  Commission  meetings  by  submitting  a written  request  to  the  Executive 
Committee  by  the  Wednesday  before  a regular  Commission  meeting.  The  full 
Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  consider  and  grant  a leave  of  absence. 

Section  V - Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 
(A1)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Executive  Officers 

In  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the  Commission’s  work 
of  fulfilling  its  Chartered  purpose  and  duties,  the  Commission  shall  have  the  following 
elected  officers,  who  together  shall  constitute  the  Executive  Committee:  one 
Chairperson,  one  Vice  Chairperson,  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  and  a 
Communications  & Outreach  Officer. 

These  officer  positions  are  not  purely  celebratory;  being  elected  to  them  does  not 
constitute  any  kind  of  victory-in-itself.  Rather,  the  purpose  of  these  positions  is  to  aide  in 
the  work  of  the  Commission — and  not  to  advance  the  personal  interests,  positions  and 
desires  of  the  individuals  elected  to  serve  in  these  positions. 

In  other  words:  officers  serve  the  entire  Commission — and  not  the  other  way  around. 


4 


Proposed  for  Adoption  for  Full  Youth  Commission 
*Special  Inaugural  Meeting*  Thursday,  August  30,  2012 

(A2)  Executive  Officer  Positions  & Duties 

The  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  Facilitate  Commission  meetings  by  upholding  and  enforcing  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Order  and  these  Bylaws; 

ii.  Motivate  and  encourage  the  active  and  engaged  participation  of  all 
commissioners  (and  members  of  the  public)  at  meetings  by  being  fair, 
encouraging,  positive  and  resisting  expressing  her  or  his  own  opinion 
on  an  item  until  the  end  of  discussion; 

iii.  Meet  with  Commission  staff  weekly  to  discuss  Commission  business; 

iv.  Be  the  spokesperson  for  the  Commission  and,  with  the  other  officers, 
co-coordinate  community  outreach  and  educational  material, 
commissioner  testimony  at  legislative  hearings,  and  media  and  public 
relations; 

v.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Vice  Chairperson; 

vi.  Schedule  or  cancel  Commission  meetings;  and 

vii.  Have  a flexible  schedule  with  free  time  during  the  day  in  order  to 
conduct  ail  of  these  duties. 

The  Vice  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  If  the  Chair  is  not  present,  facilitate  Commission  meetings; 

ii.  Facilitate  Executive  Committee  meetings; 

iii.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Vice  Chairperson; 

iv.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events;  and 

v.  Working  with  the  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  coordinate  commissioner 
and  other  youth  testimony  at  legislative  hearings. 

The  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officer  shall: 

i.  Serve  as  the  point  people  on  receiving,  monitoring,  and  reporting 
pending  legislation  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  the  Commission; 

ii.  Monitor  Board  of  Supervisors’  agendas  and  hearing  schedules  for 
pending  legislation; 

iii.  Ensure  that  pending  legislation  that  will  be  referred  to  the  full 
Commission  for  comment  and  recommendation  is  considered 
separately  and  beforehand  by  the  appropriate  Youth  Commission 
committee; 

iv.  Ensure  commissioners  build  relationships  with  Board  of  Supervisors 
and  Mayor  by  meeting  about  upcoming  legislation  and  ongoing  Youth 
Commission  policy  work; 

v.  Regularly  check  in  with  fellow  commissioners  to  make  sure 
commissioners  are  meeting  with  their  appointing  officers  regarding 
pending  legislation; 

vi.  Solicit  interest  and  participation  of  Commissioners  in  giving  testimony 
at  public  hearings;  and 

vii.  Attend  Board  of  Supervisors  meetings,  if  possible. 

The  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  shall: 
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i.  Working  with  staff,  develop  an  annual  outreach  plan  for  the 
Commission  and  present  plan  for  approval  to  Commission  and 
coordinate  assignment  of  responsibility; 

ii.  Ensure  commissioners  are  attending  meetings  with  youth  and  other 
community  members  each  month; 

iii.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events;  and 

iv.  Working  with  the  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  coordinate  commissioner 
and  other  youth  testimony  at  legislative  hearings. 

v.  Working  with  staff,  maintain  a strategic,  professional  and  active 
presence  on  the  Youth  Commission’s  Facebook  and  Twitter  accounts; 
and 

vi.  Help  develop  and  disseminate  media  messages  (talking  points,  press 
releases,  etc.)  for  each  community,  government  or  other  event  in 
which  the  Commission  (as  a full  body  or  as  a committee)  is  involved. 

(A2)  Executive  Officer  Time  Commitments , Accountability  and  Removal 
Election  to  any  of  the  above-named  five  officer  positions  requires  a Commissioner  to 
devote  at  minimum  2 more  hours  a week  to  work  on  the  Youth  Commission  on  top  of  the 
15  hour  per  month  commitment  required  of  all  other  commissioners,  except  for  the 
position  of  Chairperson,  who  shall  be  required  to  devote  at  minimum  3 more  hours. 

In  order  for  Executive  Officers  to  be  accountable  to  the  entire  Commission,  the 
Executive  Committee  shall  prepare  a brief  report  of  its  activities  to  be  shared  at  each 
regular  Commission  meeting.  Commissioners  are  encouraged  to  ask  questions  and  refer 
to  these  Bylaws  in  order  to  keep  officers  accountable  for  their  work. 

Any  Executive  Officer  may  be  removed  from  any  position  at  any  full  Commission 
meeting  by  a supermajority  vote  of  the  Commission,  provided  that  the  item  has  been 
duly  noticed. 

No  Commissioner  shall  serve  in  more  than  one  Executive  Officer  position  at  a time. 

(A3)  Executive  Officer  Elections 

The  election  of  Executive  Officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  first  Commission  meeting  of 
the  term  as  follows:  Commissioners  may  nominate  themselves  or  another  Commissioner 
for  any  Officer  Position,  except  for  Chairperson  and  Vice  Chairperson,  for  which  a 
Commissioner  cannot  nominate  oneself.  Commissioners  nominated  by  others  are 
hereby  allowed  to  decline  nominations. 

After  all  the  nominations  are  made,  elections  for  the  Executive  Officer  positions  shall 
occur  in  the  following  order:  Chairperson,  Vice  Chairperson,  both  Legislative  Affairs 
Officers,  and  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer. 

Before  voting  on  each  Executive  Officer  position,  each  Commissioner  who  has  accepted 
a nomination  of  the  position-in-question  will  have  60  seconds  to  share  a statement 
regarding  why  she  would  like  to  be  elected  to  said  position. 

Then,  by  roll  call  vote,  officers  shall  be  elected.  If  no  candidate  attains  nine  votes,  the 
candidate  with  the  lowest  number  of  votes  shall  be  eliminated  and  there  will  be  another 
roll  call  vote.  This  process  shall  repeat  itself  until  each  officer  position  is  filled. 
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Section  VI  -Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 
( A1 ) Names  & General  Purpose  of  Committees 

Committees  exist  in  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the 
Commission’s  work  of  fulfilling  its  Chartered  purpose  and  duties.  The  Commission  shall 
have  an  Executive  Committee  and  the  following  standing  committees:  Joint  Education 
(co-staffed  by  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  Student  Advisory  Council); 

Youth  Employment  Committee;  Youth  Justice  and  Transportation  Committee;  and 
Immigration,  the  Environment  and  LGBTQ  Committee. 

(A2)  Responsibility,  Authority  and  Meeting  Time  of  Executive  Committee 
The  Executive  Committee  has  the  following  responsibilities  and  authorities:  approving 
Commission  meeting  agendas  on  the  Wednesday  before  each  regularly  scheduled 
Monday  full  Commission  meeting;  preparing  commissioners  for  discussion  of  legislation 
referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  regularly  discussing  and  proposing  solutions  for 
issues  raised  by  other  committee  members  or  individual  commissioners;  and 
Commission  legislation. 

(A3)  Responsibility,  Authority,  Membership,  Chairpersonship  and  Meeting  Time  of 
Committees  (non-Executive) 

The  Commission’s  other  committees  (i.e.,  non-Executive)  are  responsible  for  meeting 
with  City  and  school  district  officials,  community  members,  organizations  and  advocates, 
for  conducting  research  and  investigation,  and  for  developing  legislation  and  policy 
under  their  general  subject  matter  jurisdiction. 

It  is  officially  encouraged  that  in  addition  to  Commissioners  themselves,  Commission 
committees  include  other  young  members  (ages  12-23  especially)  who  are  not 
Commissioners. 

Commission  committees  (non-Executive)  shall  operate  according  to  Section  Ill- 
Membership  and  Meetings,  (B3)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order,  of  these 
Bylaws.  These  committees  shall  create  their  own  regular  meeting  date  and  time. 

Committees  shall  elect  a Chairperson  at  their  first  official  meeting,  by  any  procedure  the 
committee  members  deem  appropriate.  The  Chairperson  must  be  a Commissioner, 
expect  for  the  Joint  Education  Committee. 

(A4)  Special  Supercommittees  and  Youth  Commission  Participation  in  Outside  Bodies: 
Youth  Advisory  Council;  Youth  Employment  Committee  and  the  City's  Youth  Council; 
Justice  System  Issues  Committee  and  the  City's  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating  Council 
The  Commission’s  Executive  Committee,  by  simple  majority  vote,  shall  designate  which 
2 Youth  Commissioners  will  serve  on  the  City’s  Youth  Advisory  Council,  which  serves  as 
the  in-house  youth  advisory  body  to  the  City’s  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  their 
Families.  (The  3 Commissioners  serving  as  the  Commission’s  representatives  on  the 
Youth  Advisory  Council  may  not  simultaneously  serve  as  Executive  Officers  or  as  the 
elected  officers  of  any  other  Commission  Committee.) 

The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City's  Youth  Council,  a committee  of  the 
Workforce  Investment  San  Francisco  Board,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and 
positions  taken  by  the  Youth  Employment  Committee. 
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The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City’s  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating 
Council,  a state-mandated  local  body,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and  positions 
taken  by  the  Youth  Justice  and  Transportation  Committee. 

Section  VII  - Commission  Core  Values 

The  work  of  the  entire  Commission  is  guided  by  belief  in  the  following  core  values: 

• The  best  work  is  done  in  a manner  that  is  respectful,  inclusive  and  honest; 

• A better  world  for  all  young  people  is  possible; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  supports  the  safety,  well  being  and  positive 
enrichment  of  all  young  people; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  where  safety  and  justice,  adequate  housing, 
sufficient  health  care,  and  superlative  education  are  the  right  of  all  young  people; 
and 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  is  all  inclusive,  diverse,  loving,  and  kind. 

The  Commission  believes  that  young  people  have  the  knowledge  and  power  necessary 
to  create  the  world  described  above,  and  believes  that  our  role  as  the  voice  of  young 
people  in  San  Francisco  is  to  respectfully  represent  our  communities  to  the  best  of  our 
abilities. 

Section  VIII-  Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 
Resources 

(A)  Staff  Role 

Commission  staff  is  responsible  for  assisting  the  Commissioners  in  fulfilling  their 
Chartered  duties  and,  in  particular,  to  assure  the  day-to-day  functioning  of  the 
Commission.  Staff  shall  also  enforce  these  Bylaws  and  other  adopted  Youth 
Commission  policies  and  procedures. 

Staff  shall  support  the  Commission  in  the  following  ways:  training  Commissioners  in  the 
structure  of  City  government,  the  legislative  and  budget  processes,  public  speaking  and 
public  policy,  diversity  and  difference,  and  other  topics  of  interest  as  they  arise;  assisting 
in  the  drafting  of  legislation  and  other  Commission  documents;  speaking  with  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Commission  at  community  and  government  meetings;  assuring  compliance 
with  all  local,  state  and  federal  public  meeting  and  record  retention  policies;  and 
facilitating  the  Commission’s  (and  individual  Commissioners’)  relationships  with  City  and 
school  district  officials,  community  organizations  and  advocates,  and  other  young 
people.  Staff  shall,  in  general,  work  40  hour  week. 

(B)  Staff  Mission,  Vision  & Accountability 
Commission  staff  believes: 

• That  the  Youth  Commission  must  positively  impact  the  communities  of  San 
Francisco  by  engaging,  enabling,  and  bringing  to  the  forefront  of  legislative  and 
policy  debates  the  compelling  voices  of  San  Francisco’s  youth; 

• In  the  presence  and  active  roles  of  young  people  in  government— locally  and 
beyond;  and 

• In  being  truthful  and  respectful  to  ourselves,  our  commissioners,  our  colleagues 
in  the  community  and  government,  and  the  youth  in  the  many  communities  of 
San  Francisco. 
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The  work  of  Commission  staff  is  guided  by  a vision  in  which  staff  work  to: 

• Create  and  maintain  a safe,  productive,  upbeat  and  fun  space  at  the  Commission 
in  which  respectful,  supportive,  open,  and  honest  relationships  amongst 
Commissioners  and  Staff  can  develop,  change  and  thrive; 

• Develop  the  leadership  abilities;  communication  skills;  knowledge  of  the 
fundamentals  of  City  government,  the  budget,  legislative  processes  and 
parliamentary  procedure;  and  socio-emotional  intelligence  of  our  Commissioners 
and  other  young  people,  in  order  to  ensure  active,  effective  youth  participation  in 
San  Francisco  City  government; 

• Collaborate  with  community  members,  organizations,  and  schools;  and 

• Honestly  share  our  insight,  history,  and  vision  in  order  to  provide  the  best 
possible  experience  for  all  Commissioners,  while  maintaining  a commitment  to 
our  Commissioners  that  the  institution  truly  be — with  respect  to  its  policy  direction 
and  culture — a youth  led  institution. 

Commission  staff  work  to  be  accountable  to  Commissioners  by: 

• Being  forthright,  communicative,  honest  and  direct  with  Commissioners  about  our 
work  as  staff,  including:  sharing  and  explaining  what  we  do  during  the  work  day; 
introducing  Commissioners  to  as  many  policies,  procedures,  City  departments, 
organizations,  books  and  individuals  as  Commissioners  would  like; 

• Being  direct  and  communicative  with  Commissioners  about  our  expectations  for 
their  work — including  its  relative  quality,  quantity  and  positive  spirit;  and 

• Seeking  feedback  (both  formally  and  informally)  from  Commissioners  regarding 
their  expectations  and  opinions  of  staff  work. 

(C)  Office  Resources 

The  Youth  Commission  Office,  room  345  of  City  Hall,  shall  be  open,  in  general,  from 
9am  to  6pm  on  regular  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  work  days.  Staff  reserves  the 
right  to  close  the  office  for  1 hour  at  lunch,  and  to  modify  this  schedule  based  on  other 
hours  worked  by  staff. 

The  three  non-staff  computers  and  three  non-staff  phones,  along  with  mailboxes  for 
each  of  the  Commission’s  17  members,  are  available  for  Commissioners  to  use  only  for 
their  official  work  as  Commissioners. 

For  purposes  of  safety  and  oversight,  Commissioners  may  only  use  the  office  if  a staff 
person  is  present. 

Section  EX-  Legislation 

(A1)  Types  of  Legislation  & Tracking  System 

The  Commission  shall  have  three  types  of  legislation:  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor; 
Action  Legislation;  and  Resolutions  of  Commendation. 

The  Commission  shall  maintain  the  following  format  for  tracking  its  legislative  work:  each 
document  will  begin  with  a shorthand  for  the  current  2012-2013  fiscal  year  (i.e. , “1112”), 
followed  by  a dash  (i.e., u — u)  followed  by  the  number  that  the  document  is  in  the  line  of 
introduced  legislation  for  that  fiscal  year  (e.g.,  if  the  document  is  the  fourth  piece  of 
legislation  introduced  this  year,  then  “4)  followed  by  another  dash  (i.e., and  the 
shortened  title  of  a the  legislation. 
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Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  are  official  responses  to  pieces  of  referred  legislation 
from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  under  Charter  SEC  IV.  124.  The  substance  and  content  of 
these  Reports  are  developed  through  conversation,  on  the  public  record,  at  Commission 
meetings  where  the  Commission  takes  a position  on  a piece  of  referred  legislation.  The 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer  and  staff  are  invested  with  the  authority  to  type  up  these 
Reports  and  the  responsibility  to  deliver  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor’s  Office. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Reports  to  the  Board  shall  only  be  considered  once 
by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

(A3)  Action  Legislation  (AL) 

Action  Legislation  consists  of  written  communications  that  suggest  a change  in  policy  or 
administrative  practice,  or  formally  support  a campaign,  organization  or  event.  This  can 
take  the  form  of  resolutions,  endorsements,  policy  reports  or  statements.  If  there  is  no 
physical  legislation — such  as  voting  to  support  an  event— a copy  of  the  prevailing  motion 
will  double  as  resolutions  and  placed  into  the  legislative  record. 

Resolutions  shall  normally  be  considered  twice  by  the  full  Commission  before  being 
adopted.  In  extraordinary  situations,  the  Commission  may  by  simple  majority  vote  motion 
to  suspend  this  rule  and  take  action  on  a resolution  on  its  first  reading. 

(A4)  Resolutions  of  Commendation  (RC) 

Resolutions  of  Commendation  officially  recognize  the  work  of  an  individual,  organization 
or  an  organized  effort. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Resolutions  of  Commendation  shall  only  be 
considered  once  by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

Section  X - Amendments  to  Bylaws 

The  Commission  can  create,  repeal,  amend,  or  reword  bylaws  with  a majority  vote  of  the 
full  Commission.  Changes  made  to  the  bylaws  must  be  placed  on  the  agenda  and  be 
noticed  according  to  all  applicable  public  meeting  laws. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes  (revised  as  of  September  14, 

**Special  Inaugural  Meeting** 

Thursday,  August  30, 2012 
6:30pm~8:30pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Acting  Chair  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  6:40pm. 

The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Brian  Chu, 
Kyron  Covington,  Iris  Alejandra  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker, 

Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Vee 
Taumoepeau,  Vanessa  Warri,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu.  Commissioners  absent:  Angel  Carrion. 

There  was  quorum. 

Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  July  16,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

David  Pilpel  welcomed  returning  and  new  commissioners  to  the  2012-2013  Youth 
Commission  term.  Mr.  Pilpel  expressed  his  support  of  the  Youth  Commission. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 
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A.  Legislative  Report  on  Youth  Commission  Items  Sent  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of 

Supervisors  (BOS) 

Youth  Commission  Director  Mario  Yedidia  handed  out  a tracking  document  that  captures 

the  entirety  of  the  legislative  work  undertaken  by  the  2011-2012  Youth  Commission. 

B.  Youth  Commission  Program  Updates  & Reminders 

Mr.  Yedidia  then  provided  commissioners  with  updates  and  reminders  related  to  more 
programmatic  aspects  of  Youth  Commission  business.  Staff  from  the  Controller’s  Office  and 
MUNI  were  undertaking  a pilot  outreach  project  for  potential  Transit  Effectiveness  Project 
(TEP)  changes  on  the  5 Fulton  line  that  employs  a smart  phone  application.  Commissioners 
Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Monge-Rodriguez,  and  Shackelford  expressed  interest  in  this 
project.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  passed  out  an  email  from  Ellen  Schwartz,  a consultant  for  the 
United  States  State  Department,  which  invites  the  Youth  Commission  to  participate  in  a 
Near  East  youth  activist  conference  to  be  held  in  San  Francisco  in  mid-October. 
Commissioners  interested  in  participating  in  the  conference  included  Tu  Mutch,  Wu,  Chu, 
Monge-Rodriguez,  Yu,  Covington,  Brodwin,  Shackelford,  Armstrong,  Taumoepeau, 
Guzman-Ramos,  Persky,  and  Huynh.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  passed  out  copies  of  an  email  from 
Dennis  McKenzie,  a former  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  physical 
education  teacher.  Mr.  McKenzie  is  interested  in  starting  a high  school  academy  and 
pathway  program  in  conjunction  with  the  planned  waterfront  Golden  State  Warriors 
basketball  stadium  that  would  provide  preprofessional  training  to  high  school  students  in  a 
variety  of  fields  related  to  sports,  including  sports  management,  journalism  and 
broadcasting.  Commissioners  interested  in  making  this  a reality  were  encouraged  to  follow 
up  directly  with  Mr.  McKenzie.  Mr.  Yedidia  announced  that  the  Youth  Commission  office 
received  up  to  10  free  tickets  for  PLACAS,  a new  stage  play  about  transformation  and 
redemption  that  focuses  on  a former  gang  member  in  San  Francisco’s  Mission  District.  The 
play  was  inspired  by  the  work  of  the  Central  American  Resource  Center’s  (CARECEN) 
tattoo  removal  program.  Commissioners  Monge-Rodriguez,  Shackelford,  and  Guzman- 
Ramos  expressed  interest  in  attending.  Mr.  Yedidia  announced  that  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Library’s  main  branch  had  secured  a grant  to  build  a new  teen  media  center  and  that 
library  staff  was  convening  a youth  advisory  board  that  would  support  the  design  of  the 
media  center.  Commissioners  who  were  interested  should  get  in  contact  with  staff.  Finally, 
Phimy  Truong,  Youth  Commissioner  Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and  Administration, 
noted  that  commissioners’  business  cards  and  name  plates  would  be  coming  into  the  office 
in  the  next  few  weeks.  Mr.  Yedidia  noted  that  commissioners  would  be  receiving  a weekly 
internal  email  update  from  staff  every  Friday  evening. 

6,  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  this  was  a standing  agenda  item. 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  this  was  also  a standing  agenda 
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item. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  {All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Adoption  of  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws 
(Document  B) 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  asked  staff  for  a brief  presentation  on  the  2012-2013  Youth 
Commission  bylaws.  Director  Yedidia  then  explained  how  the  bylaws  are  a fundamental 
part  of  how  the  commission  functions.  He  stated  that  it  was  a critical  document  and 
commissioners  should  take  the  process  seriously,  as  well  as  have  a thoughtful 
discussion  before  adopting  the  bylaws  as  a whole. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  then  laid  out  the  format  for  addressing  the  bylaws:  first,  the 
entire  document  would  be  read  into  the  public  record;  then  public  comment  would  be 
heard;  after  this,  each  section  would  be  discussed,  amended  (if  necessary)  and  adopted; 
and,  finally,  the  Chair  would  entertain  a motion  to  adopt  the  bylaws  as  a whole. 

Commissioner  Chu  read  Section  I into  the  public  record.  Commissioner  Covington  read 
Section  II  into  the  public  record.  Commissioner  Warri  read  Section  III  into  the  public 
record.  Commissioner  Armstrong  read  Section  IV  into  the  public  record.  Commissioner 
Persky  read  Section  V into  the  public  record.  Commissioner  Brodwin  read  Section  VI 
into  the  public  record.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  read  Section  VII  into  the  public  record. 
Commissioner  Yu  read  Section  VIII  into  the  public  record.  Commissioner  Wu  read 
Section  IX  into  the  public  record.  Then,  finally,  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos  read 
Section  X into  the  public  record. 

Public  Comment 

David  Pilpel  stated  to  commissioners  that  he  had  technical  amendments  to  the  bylaws, 
and  would  be  handing  over  his  copy  of  the  bylaws  with  his  notes  to  Mr.  Yedidia.  Mr. 
Pilpel  also  expressed  that  he  loved  seeing  the  word  "joy”  in  the  bylaws. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  reminded  her  colleagues  of  the  format  on  how  to  adopt  the 
bylaws. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Wu,  moved  to  approve  Section  I 
of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  approve 
Section  II  of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Warri,  moved  to  approve 
Section  III  of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

There  was  some  discussion  for  Section  IV.  Commissioners  Tu  Mutch  and  Chu  asked 
clarifying  questions.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin, 
moved  to  approve  Section  IV  of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 

There  was  some  discussion  on  Section  V.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  expressed 
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the  importance  to  note  language  that  is  gender  neutral;  the  Youth  Commission  should 
set  the  standard  for  this  guiding  principle  in  the  bylaws.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 
suggested  having  “her/his/their”  throughout  the  bylaws. 


Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to 
amend  the  bylaws  to  ensure  gender  neutral  language  throughout  the  Youth  Commission 
bylaws.  This  motion  passed  based  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15)  - Armstrong, 
Brodwin,  Chu,  Covington,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez, 
Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Warri,  Wu,  Yu. 


Commissioner  Warri,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  approve  Section 
V of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

There  was  some  discussion  on  Section  VI  of  the  bylaws.  Commissioner  Chu,  Warri,  and 
Brodwin  discussed  the  fact  of  having  two  legislative  affairs  officers  on  the  commission. 
Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Yu,  moved  to  approve 
Section  VI  of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Covington,  moved  to  approve 
Section  VII  of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to 
approve  Section  VIII  of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by 
acclamation. 


Commissioner  Chu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Warri,  moved  to  approve  Section  IX  of 
the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Shackelford,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Persky,  moved  to  approve 
Section  X of  the  bylaws.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Brodwin,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Chu,  moved  to  approve  the  2012- 
2013  Youth  Commission  bylaws.  The  motion  was  approved  based  on  the  following  roll 
call  vote:  Ayes  (14)-Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Chu,  Covington,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Warri,  Wu,  Yu;  No’s 
(1)  - Taumoepeau. 

Commissioner  Taumoepeau  expressed  that  she  would  like  for  staff  to  ensure  that  the 
Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  Youth  Advisory  Council  continue  this  year. 
Director  Yedidia  stated  that  staff  has  been  in  contact  with  Prishni  Murillo,  Youth 
Empowerment  Fund  Manager  at  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families. 
The  Youth  Advisory  Council  will  continue  this  term. 

B.  Election  of  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Executive  Officers 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  then  stated  that  given  her  interest  in  pursuing  an  officer 
position,  Commissioner  Armstrong  would  take  over  as  acting  Chair  for  this  agenda  item. 

Commissioner  Armstrong  then  laid  out  the  format  for  electing  2012-2013  Youth 
Commission  Executive  Officers:  first  there  would  be  a nomination  process  and  a time  for 
commissioners  to  accept  or  decline  nominations;  then,  each  commissioner  nominated 


would  then  have  60  seconds  to  share  their  reasons  for  seeking  executive  office; 
commissioners  would  have  the  opportunity  to  ask  to  those  running  for  executive  office; 
and,  finally,  commissioners  would  vote  out  loud  for  the  person  they  wished  to  elect  to 
each  respective  position.  Acting  Chair  Armstrong  stated  that,  as  per  the  bylaws,  the 
elections  for  the  Executive  Officer  positions  would  occur  in  the  following  order: 
Chairperson,  Vice  Chairperson,  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  and  Communications  and 
Outreach  Officer.  Also,  as  per  the  recently  adopted  bylaws,  if  no  candidates  were  able  to 
attain  nine  votes,  the  candidate  with  the  lowest  number  of  votes  would  be  eliminated  and 
there  would  be  another  roll  call  vote.  This  process  would  repeat  itself,  in  need  be,  until 
each  officer  position  was  filled. 

Nominations  for  Chairperson:  Commissioner  Shackelford  nominated  Commissioner 
Brodwin,  Commissioner  Brodwin  nominated  Commissioner  Shackelford,  Commissioner 
Armstrong  nominated  Commissioner  Persky,  and  Commissioner  Warri  nominated 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  declined  her  nomination  to  run  for 
Chairperson. 


There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

No  nominee  was  able  to  garner  the  nine  votes  needed  to  be  elected  Chairperson  by  the 
following  roll  call  vote:  Commissioner  Shackelford  (6  votes  - Armstrong,  Chu,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Shackelford,  Yu);  Commissioner  Persky  (6  votes  - Guzman-Ramos, 
Huynh,  Persky,  Taumoepeau,  Warri,  Wu);  Commissioner  Brodwin  (3  votes  - Brodwin, 
Covington,  Monge-Rodriguez).  As  such,  Commissioner  Brodwin  was  then  eliminated 
from  the  Chairperson  election  process. 


Commissioner  Shackelford  was  then  elected  Chair  by  the  following  roll  call  vote: 
Commissioner  Shackelford  (11  votes  - Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Chu,  Covington,  Guzman- 
Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Tu  Mutch,  Shackelford,  Warri,  Yu);  Commissioner 
Persky  (4  votes  - Monge-Rodriguez,  Persky,  Taumoepeau,  Wu). 

Nominations  for  Vice  Chairperson:  Commissioner  Armstrong  nominated  Commissioner 
Persky,  Commissioner  Covington  nominated  Commissioner  Brodwin. 

Commissioner  Persky  was  elected  Vice  Chair  by  the  following  roll  call  vote. 
Commissioner  Persky  (11  votes  - Armstrong,  Chu,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall- 
Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Warri,  Wu); 
Commissioner  Brodwin  (4  votes  - Brodwin,  Covington,  Tu  Mutch,  Yu). 

Nominations  for  Legislative  Affairs  Officers:  Commissioner  Shackelford  nominated 
Commissioner  Brodwin,  Commissioner  Covington  nominated  Commissioner  Chu,  and 
Commissioner  Taumoeapeau  nominated  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos.  Commissioner 
Yu  nominated  Commissioner  Armstrong.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  nominated 
himself.  Commissioners  Chu  and  Armstrong  declined  the  nomination. 

No  nominee  was  able  to  garner  the  nine  votes  needed  to  be  elected  Legislative  Affairs 
Officer  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Commissioner  Brodwin  (7  votes  - Armstrong, 
Brodwin,  Chu,  Marshall-Fricker,  Shackelford,  Wu,  Yu);  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez 
(4  votes  - Covington,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Warri);  Commissioner  Guzman- 
Ramos  (4  votes  - Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Persky,  Taumoepeau). 
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Given  that  it  was  not  possible  to  eliminate  the  lowest  vote-getter  because  of  a tie, 
commissioners  then  discussed  the  option  of  revoting.  Commissioner  Covington, 
seconded  by  Commissioner  Warri,  moved  to  suspend  the  bylaws  and  allow  the  previous 
vote  to  elect  the  first  Legislative  Affairs  Officer  by  a simple  majority  vote.  This  motion 
was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (12)  - Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Covington, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau, 
Warri,  Wu,  Yu.  As  such,  Commissioner  Brodwin  was  elected  as  the  first  Legislative 
Affairs  Officer. 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  was  elected  as  the  second  Legislative  Affairs  Officer 
by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  (1 1 votes  - Armstrong, 
Brodwin,  Chu,  Covington,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Shackelford, 
Warri,  Wu,  Yu);  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos  (4  votes  - Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh, 
Persky,  Taumoepeau). 

Nominations  for  the  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer:  Commissioner  Persky 
nominated  Commissioner  Huynh,  Commissioner  Shackelford  nominated  Commissioner 
Guzman-Ramos,  Commissioner  Taumoepeau  nominated  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch, 
Commissioner  Warri  nominated  herself.  Commissioners  Guzman  Ramos  and  Tu  Mutch 
both  declined  their  nominations. 

Commissioner  Warri  was  elected  Communications  and  Outreach  Office  by  the  following 
roll  call  vote:  Commissioner  Warri  (9  votes  - Brodwin,  Chu,  Covington,  Guzman-Ramos, 
Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Warri);  Commissioner  Huynh 
(6  votes  - Armstrong,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Persky,  Wu,  Yu). 

9.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  this  was  a standing  agenda  item. 

10.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  this  was  a standing  agenda  item. 

11.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Acting  Chair  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  this  was  a standing  agenda  item. 

12.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  8:59  pm. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  September  17,  2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Pi. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel 
Brodwin,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine 
Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  August  30,  2012  --  Special  Inaugural  Meeting 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  the 
Children’s  Amendment  and  Children’s  Fund,  and  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund 
(YE  FAB) 

Presenters:  Prishni  Murillo,  YEF  Manager,  DCYF 
(Documents  B and  C) 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Youth  Commission  Legislative  Affairs:  A How-to  Guide 

Presenters:  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Commissioners  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez  and 
Rachel  Brodwin 


San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
City  Hall,  room  345 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


B.  Resolution  1213— 01— Following  Through  on  Free  Youth  Transportation 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Nicholas  Persky 

(Document  D) 

C.  Resolution  1213 — 02 — Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth  of  the  Year 
Awards  and  Award  Ceremony 

Presenter  and  sponsor : Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  E) 

D.  Resolution  1213--03 — Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  Redefining  Education 
Conference 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  F) 

E.  Technically  revised  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws  (Discussion  Only) 

Presenters:  Youth  Commission  staff 

(Document  G) 

9.  Agenda  Feedback  and  Suggestion  Form  (Discussion  Only) 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 
City  Hall,  Room  244 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 
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Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 
E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cel!  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  (phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.orql  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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About  DCYF 

DCYF  Mission  Statement 

The  mission  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  is  to  ensure  that  families 
with  children  are  a prominent  and  valued  segment  of  San  Francisco's  social  fabric  by 
supporting  programs  and  activities  in  every  San  Francisco  neighborhood. 

Goals 

The  DCYF  goals,  called  the  Quality  of  Life  Benchmarks,  were  adopted  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  Mayor  and  spelled  out  in  the  San  Francisco  city  charter  in  2001 : 

• Children  and  youth  are  healthy 

• Children  and  youth  are  ready  to  learn  and  are  succeeding  in  school 

• Children  and  youth  live  in  safe,  supported  families 

• Children  and  youth  live  in  safe,  supported,  and  viable  communities 

• Children  and  youth  contribute  to  the  development  and  vitality  of  San  Francisco 

In  2006,  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  added  an  additional  goal  to  the  department: 

• San  Francisco  retains  and  begins  to  grow  its  child,  youth,  and  family  population 

Functions 

DCYF  takes  a multi-faceted  approach  to  accomplishing  its  mission,  including  strategic  funding, 
program  partnerships,  policy  innovation,  and  informing  and  engaging  the  public. 

Strategic  Funding 

DCYF  allocates  over  $60  million  to  a wide  range  of  grants  and  initiatives  that  serve  children, 
youth,  and  their  families.  The  DCYF  funding  strategy  is  based  on  an  extensive  two  year 
process  that  includes  a Community  Needs  Assessment  and  the  creation  of  a Children's 
Services  Allocation  Plan  with  input  from  stakeholders  throughout  the  city.  The  primary  areas 
of  DCYF  funding  are  early  child  care  and  education,  family  support,  health  and  wellness,  out- 
of-school  time,  violence  response,  youth  empowerment,  and  youth  workforce  development. 
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A signature  of  DCYF  is  the  leadership  role  the  department  plays  in  forging  partnerships  with 
other  city  departments,  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  and  community 
organizations.  On-going  partnerships  include  Youth  workforce  programs  done  in 
collaboration  with  the  Juvenile  Probation  Department;  Rec-Connect,  a collaboration  between 
the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  and  Jobs  for  Youth;  and  a partnership 
with  the  United  Way.  All  of  DCYF's  early  childhood  work  is  done  in  collaboration  with  the  First 
5 San  Francisco  Commission  and  the  San  Francisco  Human  Services  Agency.  Wellness 
Centers  and  SF  Team,  a city-wide  literacy  program,  are  typical  of  partnerships  with  the  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District. 


Policy  Innovation 

DCYF  is  a generator  of  policy  initiatives  for  San  Francisco.  The  Department  provides  staffing 
for  the  Mayor's  Policy  Council  on  Children,  Youth  and  Families,  which  presents 
recommendations  on  issues  impacting  the  retention  of  families  in  the  city.  Areas  of  interest 
include  housing,  education,  cost  of  living,  and  transportation. 

DCYF  convenes  a variety  of  task  forces  and  working  groups  that  develop  policy  initiatives, 
such  as  the  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force,  the  After  School  for  All  Planning  Council,  and  the 
SFUSD/CBO  Task  Force. 

Engaging  and  Informing  the  Public 

DCYF  is  the  office  of  city  government  responsible  for  providing  general  information  to  the 
public  about  the  availability  of  resource,  services,  and  programs  for  children  and  youth.  A 
variety  of  strategies  facilitate  this  work,  including  a parent-to-parent  web  site  set  to  launch  in 
March  2007,  youth  outreach  workers  throughout  the  community,  a parent  ambassador 
outreach  program,  and  numerous  guides  to  services.  DCYF  also  coordinates  a series  of 
large,  annual  public  events  designed  to  raise  awareness  of  San  Francisco's  abundant 
resources  and  attractions  for  children  of  all  ages  and  their  families. 

DCYF  also  creates  opportunities  to  engage  the  public  in  conversation  to  ensure  community 
input  into  program  and  policy  decisions: 

• The  Children's  Fund  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  meets  monthly  in  public  forums 

• A team  of  youth  evaluate  DCYF  programs  and  assess  community  needs 

• A Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory  Board  guides  the  funding  for  youth  organizing 

• DCYF  sponsors  ongoing  community  forums  and  hearings 


History 

After  several  decades  of  community  advocacy  to  have  an  entity  within  government 
specifically  designated  to  coordinate  children's  services,  the  Mayor's  Office  for  Children,  Youth 
and  Their  Families  was  created  in  1989  by  Mayor  Art  Agnos.  After  the  1991  passage  of  the 
Children's  Amendment,  the  MOCYF  gained  momentum  and  a substantial  budget,  and  Mayor 
Willie  Brown  turned  the  MOCYF  into  a full  city  department. 

Over  the  years  the  Children's  Fund  grew,  and  public  officials  began  to  recognize  the  need  to 
place  various  responsibilities  related  to  the  city's  children  into  one  place.  DCYF  became  the 
major  city  source  of  funding  of  youth  employment,  violence  response,  early  childhood 
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Program  Partnerships 

A signature  of  DCYF  is  the  leadership  role  the  department  plays  in  forging  partnerships  with 
other  city  departments,  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  and  community 
organizations.  On-going  partnerships  include  Youth  workforce  programs  done  in 
collaboration  with  the  Juvenile  Probation  Department;  Rec-Connect,  a collaboration  between 
the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  and  Jobs  for  Youth;  and  a partnership 
with  the  United  Way.  All  of  DCYF's  early  childhood  work  is  done  in  collaboration  with  the  First 
5 San  Francisco  Commission  and  the  San  Francisco  Human  Services  Agency.  Wellness 
Centers  and  SF  Team,  a city-wide  literacy  program,  are  typical  of  partnerships  with  the  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District. 

Policy  Innovation 

DCYF  is  a generator  of  policy  initiatives  for  San  Francisco.  The  Department  provides  staffing 
for  the  Mayor's  Policy  Council  on  Children,  Youth  and  Families,  which  presents 
recommendations  on  issues  impacting  the  retention  of  families  in  the  city.  Areas  of  interest 
include  housing,  education,  cost  of  living,  and  transportation. 

DCYF  convenes  a variety  of  task  forces  and  working  groups  that  develop  policy  initiatives, 
such  as  the  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force,  the  After  School  for  All  Planning  Council,  and  the 
SFUSD/CBO  Task  Force. 

Engaging  and  Informing  the  Public 

DCYF  is  the  office  of  city  government  responsible  for  providing  general  information  to  the 
public  about  the  availability  of  resource,  services,  and  programs  for  children  and  youth.  A 
variety  of  strategies  facilitate  this  work,  including  a parent-to-parent  web  site  set  to  launch  in 
March  2007,  youth  outreach  workers  throughout  the  community,  a parent  ambassador 
outreach  program,  and  numerous  guides  to  services.  DCYF  also  coordinates  a series  of 
large,  annual  public  events  designed  to  raise  awareness  of  San  Francisco's  abundant 
resources  and  attractions  for  children  of  all  ages  and  their  families. 

DCYF  also  creates  opportunities  to  engage  the  public  in  conversation  to  ensure  community 
input  into  program  and  policy  decisions: 

• The  Children's  Fund  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  meets  monthly  in  public  forums 

• A team  of  youth  evaluate  DCYF  programs  and  assess  community  needs 

• A Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory  Board  guides  the  funding  for  youth  organizing 

• DCYF  sponsors  ongoing  community  forums  and  hearings 

History 

After  several  decades  of  community  advocacy  to  have  an  entity  within  government 
specifically  designated  to  coordinate  children's  services,  the  Mayor's  Office  for  Children,  Youth 
and  Their  Families  was  created  in  1989  by  Mayor  Art  Agnos.  After  the  1991  passage  of  the 
Children's  Amendment,  the  MOCYF  gained  momentum  and  a substantial  budget,  and  Mayor 
Willie  Brown  turned  the  MOCYF  into  a full  city  department. 

Over  the  years  the  Children's  Fund  grew,  and  public  officials  began  to  recognize  the  need  to 
place  various  responsibilities  related  to  the  city's  children  into  one  place.  DCYF  became  the 
major  city  source  of  funding  of  youth  employment,  violence  response,  early  childhood 
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development,  and  afterschool  programming.  DCYF  also  became  the  major  engine  of  inter- 
departmental partnerships  related  to  children,  youth,  and  families,  as  well  as  partnerships 
with  the  SFUSD. 

In  2000,  the  Children's  Amendment  was  renewed  by  the  voters  of  San  Francisco  and  a 
Children's  Fund  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  was  established.  Members  of  the  CAC  are 
appointed  by  the  Mayor,  with  a charge  to  advise  the  Mayor  and  DCYF  regarding  the 
Children's  Fund  and  another  other  issues  of  concern  to  its  members. 

Mayor  Newsom  appointed  Maria  Su,  Psy.D.,  to  lead  the  Department  in  2009. 

Fox  Plaza 

1390  Market  Street 
Suite  900 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
415  554-8990 
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The  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  (YEF)  is  a minimum  of  of  the  San 
Francisco  Children's  Fund,  approved  by  San  Francisco  voters  in  2000. 
Currently,  the  YEF  dedicates  over  Si  million  annually  to  supporting 
youth-led  projects  in  San  Francisco. 

As  a project  of  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Children.  Youth,  and 
Their  Families  (DCYF),  the  YEF  is  part  of  a larger  commitment  to 
provide  San  Francisco's  youth  with  opportunities  for  leadership, 
employment  and  development  For  more  Information  about  DCYF,  visit 
wtvw.dcyf.org. 


The  YEF  supports  the  role  and  leadership  of  young  people  by  providing  them  with 
resoutces  to  define  theit  own  programming,  practice  leadership,  and  to  bring 
sustainable  community  change.  Through  the  YEF,  youth  from  ail  over  San  Francisco 
have  the  opportunity  to  apply  for  funding  towards  their  youth-  led  projects,  as  we  It  as 
participate  in  grant-making,  program  suppoitand  evaluation.  The  YEF  believes: 

• Youth  should  be  making  decisions  that  affect  their  own  lives 

• Youth  possess  the  knowledge  and  ability  to  be  leaders  in  their  communities 

• Youth  should  have  access  to  resources  to  define  their  own  programs  and 
opportunities 
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FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—01 


[Following  Through  on  Free  Youth  Transportation] 

Urging  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  to  continue  agreeing  on  a plan  to  implement  free 
MUNI  for  San  Francisco’s  young  people. 

WHEREAS,  A high  proportion  of  San  Francisco’s  youth  population  use  MUNI  to  get  to  school, 
work,  the  location  of  their  extracurricular  activities,  and  many  other  places;  and 

WHEREAS,  To  wit,  according  to  the  Fall  2008  YouthVote  Student  Survey,  which  polled  8,256 
San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  high  school  students,  nearly  seventy  percent  of 
respondents  (69.3%)  use  some  form  of  public  transportation  to  get  to  school  and  over  forty  percent 
(44.2%)  of  these  students  (who  ride  public  transportation  to  school)— and  thirty  percent  (30.6%)  of 
overall  respondents — must  take  more  than  one  train  or  bus  to  get  to  school;1  and 

WHEREAS,  According  to  SEC.  8A.115  of  the  City  Charter,  San  Francisco  has  a Transit  First 
Policy,  the  second  point  of  which  declares,  “Public  transit  [...]  is  an  economically  and  environmentally 
sound  alternative  to  transportation  by  individual  automobiles.  Within  San  Francisco,  travel  by  public 
transit,  by  bicycle  and  on  foot  must  be  an  attractive  alternative  to  travel  by  private  automobile;''  and 
WHEREAS,  The  current  cost  of  MUNI  fares  and  fast  passes  are  a financial  burden  to  many 
young  people  and  their  families,  especially  those  already  struggling  to  make  ends  meet,  and  such 
drastic  fare  increases  only  exacerbate  the  financial  challenges  these  families  face;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  many  low-income  young  people  in  San  Francisco;  for  example,  of  the 
53,033  students  enrolled  in  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD),  61%  qualify  for  free  or 
reduced  lunch;2  and 


1 Fall  2008  YouthVote  Student  Survey,  page  66,  Edited  by  Peter  Lauterborn,  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
[http://www.sfbos.org/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx7documentkM7354). 

2 “Facts  at  a Glance/April  201 1 ,n  SFUSD  website,  accessed  August  23,  201 1 , http://www.sfusd.edu/assets/sfusd- 
staff/about-SFUSD/files/SFUSD%20Facts%20at%20a%20Glance%20(Aorill%2020mpdf. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—01 


WHEREAS,  The  SFUSD  has  radically  slashed  its  school  bus  service,  cutting  over  half  of  its 
yellow  bus  service  from  school  year  2010-201 1 to  school  year  2011 -201 2;2 3  and 

WHEREAS,  As  documented  in  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Youth  Commission  on  February  1, 
2010,  January  3,  2011,  and  September  19,  2011  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
(SFMTA)  has  dramatically  increased  the  cost  of  the  Youth  Fast  Pass  in  the  last  three  years,  from  $10 
in  May  2009  to  $1 5 in  December  2009,  $20  in  May  201 0,  $21  in  July  201 1 , and  $22  in  July  201 2 4 5;  and 
WHEREAS,  Along  with  the  Youth  Commission,  various  youth  service  providers,  the  Free  MUNI 
for  Youth  Coalition,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (in  resolutions  141-10,  adopted  on  April  6,  2010s,  83-11, 
adopted  on  February  15,  201 16,  and  111-032,  adopted  on  October  18,  201 17)  and  the  Board  of 
Education  (in  resolution  104-13A2,  adopted  on  April  13,  201 18)  have  all  acknowledged  the  fact  that  the 
cost  of  public  transportation  is  a major  concern  for  San  Francisco’s  youth  population;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFMTA  has  responded  to  the  issue  of  the  affordability  of  youth  fares  in  its 
FYs  10-1 1 and  11-12  Operating  Budget,  adopted  on  April  20,  201 09  (which  budgeted  for  the  creation 
of  a Youth  Lifeline  fast  pass),  a resolution  adopted  on  March  1 , 201 110  (which  allowed  for  changes  in 
the  Youth  Lifeline  program  during  the  final  3 months  of  the  2010-2011  fiscal  year) — both  of  which 
actions,  to  be  sure,  constituted  a pilot  program  on  the  part  of  the  Agency;  and 


2 San  Francisco  Chronicle,  December  15,  2010,  "San  Francisco  Votes  to  Slash  School  Busing,"  by  Jill  Tucker, 

http://www.sfqate.com/cqi-bin/bloqs/citvinsider/detail7entrv  id=79025 

4 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  0910— AL08  "Youth  Lifeline  Pass  and  Fare  Increases,”  adopted 
February  1,  2010;  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  No.  1011 — AL04  “Youth  Lifeline  Follow  Up," 
adopted  January  3,  2011  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  No.  11 12— AL01  “Free  Youth 
Transportation,”  adopted  September  19,  2011. 

5 Board  of  Supervisors  file  no  100408,  accessed  on  August  23,  2011, 
http://www.sfbos.orq/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/resolutions10/r0141-10.pdf. 

8  Board  of  Supervisors  file  no.  110074,  accessed  on  August  23,  2011, 

http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/resolutions1 1/rQ083-1 1.pdf. 

7 Board  of  Supervisors  file  no.  111032,  accessed  on  August  28,  2012, 
www.sfbos.orq/index.aspx?paqe=12315 

8 Board  of  Education  file  no.  104-13A2,  accessed  on  August  23,  2011,  http://www.sfusd.edu/assets/sfusd- 
staff/board-archive/minutes/April%2013%202010%20(2).pdf 

9 SFMTA  FYs  10-11  and  11-12  Operating  Budget,  accessed  on  August  23,  2010 

http://www.sfmta.com/cms/cmta/documents/4-20-10ltem11FY2011-2012QperatinqBudqetnon-redline.pdf 

10  SFMTA  resolution,  accessed  on  August  23.  2011.  http://www.sfmta.com/cms/cmta/documents/3-1- 

11ltem12YouthPass.pdf. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—01 


WHEREAS,  The  SFMTA  has  shown  additional  support  by  unanimously  voting  to  approve  free 
MUNI  for  low-income  youth  on  April  17,  2012  (Resolution  12-054)11;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFMTA  at  the  aforementioned  meeting  unanimously  decided  to  approve 
Resolution  12-054  contingent  upon  a clear  intent  of  implementing  the  program  for  all  youth  at  any  time 
during  the  trial  period  should  revenues  be  found  exclusively  for,  that  purpose12;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Free  MUNI  for  Youth  initiative  would  not  have  the  support  it  has  today  without 
the  hard  work  of  the  Free  MUNI  for  Youth  Coalition,  and  also  the  youth  and  community  civic 
engagement  in  the  process. 

WHEREAS,  Even  though,  historically,  the  Youth  Commission  has  advocated  for  the  Youth 
Lifeline  pass  program,  the  Youth  Lifeline  has  faced  many  administrative  challenges,  which  has  made  it 
effectively  not  possible  to  implement  to  date;  and 

WHEREAS,  Making  MUNI  free  for  all  of  San  Francisco's  young  people  eliminates  most  of  the 
administrative  challenges  that  hampered  the  successful  implementation  of  the  Youth  Lifeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  benefits  of  making  MUNI  free  for  all  of  San  Francisco’s  young  people  include 
providing  all  young  people  with  access  to  the  diversity  of  cultural  treasures  that  our  city  has  to  offer 
and  in  addition  being  able  to  invest  in  San  Francisco’s  future  transit  ridership;  and 

WHEREAS,  As  per  Charter  SEC.  4.124,  the  Youth  Commission  is  committed  to  identifying  and 
proposing  solutions  to  meet  the  “unmet  needs”  of  the  youth  population  in  San  Francisco,  and  access 
to  affordable  public  transportation  is  an  unmet  need;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  supports  the  policy  of  Free  MUNI  for 
low-income  San  Francisco  youth;  and,  be  it  further 


11  SFMTA  resolution,  accessed  on  August  28,  2012, 

http://www.  sfmta.com/cms/cmta/SFMTABoardApril  1 7201 2minutes.  htm 

12  SFMTA  resolution,  accessed  on  August  28,  2012, 

http://www.sfmta.com/cms/cmta/SFMTABoardApril172012minutes.htm 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—01 


RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission,  in  addition,  supports  the  policy  of 
Free  MUNI  for  all  youth  if  fiscally  feasible;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Youth  Commission  strongly  urges  the  Mayor,  the  San  Francisco  Board 
of  Supervisors,  the  Board  of  Education,  and  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  to 
help  change  SFMTA’s  youth  fare  structure  from  a minimum  of  5 years  of  age  to  a maximum  of 
graduation  from  high  school  and/or  through  17  years  of  age  (whichever  comes  last)  to  allow  all  youth 
through  17  years  of  age  and/or  their  high  school  graduation  (whichever  comes  last)  to  ride  all  MUNI 
vehicles  at  applicable  youth  fare;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Youth  Commission  strongly  urges  the  Mayor,  the  San  Francisco  Board 
of  Supervisors,  the  Board  of  Education,  and  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  to 
continue  to  work  together  to  support,  approve,  and  implement  free  MUNI  for  all  of  San  Francisco’s 
young  people. 
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Poe  V>r)  (Ej 

RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—02 


[Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony] 

Resolution  establishing  the  San  Francisco  Youth  of  the  Year  Award,  given  to  13  young  people 
who  have  demonstrated  exceptional  leadership  and  outstanding  civic  engagement  in  his  or  her 
community,  and  the  subsequent  Award  Ceremony  to  be  held  on  November  20,  2012. 

WHEREAS,  As  stated  in  Article  IV  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  Section  4.124,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Youth  Commission  to  “identify  the  concerns  and  needs  of  the  children  and  youth  of  San 
Francisco;”  and 

WHEREAS,  Children  and  youth  are  often  a lost  voice  in  communities,  overlooked  and 
discouraged  to  contribute;  and 

WHEREAS,  Even  when  young  people  do  get  involved,  their  efforts  often  go  uncelebrated  and 
unrewarded;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  very  important  to  empower  young  people  to  contribute  to  their  communities, 
as  these  young  people  are  the  next  generation  of  law  makers  and  community  activists;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  has  identified  the  need  for  the 
encouragement  and  empowerment  of  youth  to  contribute  to  their  community;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  4.124  further  states  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  San  Francisco  Youth 
Commission  to  “ identify  the  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco's  children  and  youth  through  personal 
contact  with  these  young  people;’’  and 

WHEREAS,  Personal  contact  with  San  Francisco’s  young  people  is  often  hindered  by  general 
ignorance  of  the  existence  and  purpose  of  the  Youth  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Further  outreach  about  the  Youth  Commission  is  necessary  to  foster  the  “personal 
contact”  mandated  by  the  charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  4.124  further  states  that  another  duty  of  the  Commission  is  to  “elicit  the 
interest,  support,  and  mutual  cooperation  of  private  groups  (such  as  fraternal  orders,  service  clubs, 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—02 


associations,  churches,  businesses,  and  youth  organizations);’’  and 

WHEREAS,  Outreach  (and  the  subsequent  awareness  of  the  Commission’s  existence  and 
purpose  brought  on  by  outreach)  is  often  insufficient  to  elicit  the  ongoing  interest  and  cooperation  of 
private  groups;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  incentive  is  needed  for  such  private  groups  to  maintain  a relationship  with  the 
Youth  Commission  and  to  refer  engaged  youth  to  the  Youth  Commission;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  hereby  establishes  the  San  Francisco 
Youth  of  the  Year  Award,  to  be  given  to  13  young  San  Franciscan  residents  (ages  12-23)  who  have 
demonstrated  exceptional  leadership  and  outstanding  civic  engagement  in  his  or  her  community;  and 
be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  will  be  given  to  one  person  from 
each  Supervisorial  District,  in  addition  to  two  other  young  people  from  the  city  at  large;  and  be  it  further 
RESOLVED,  That  the  Award  Ceremony  for  the  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  will  take  place  at 
4:00  on  November  20,  2012,  during  a regularly  scheduled  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Youth  Commission  will  distribute  flyers  for,  and  in  other  ways  promote, 
this  award  through  outreach  to  various  community  organizations;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  cordially  invites  all  nominations  for 
people  who  qualify  under  the  aforementioned  requirements,  and  will  continue  to  accept  nominations 
until  November  1,  2012;  and  be  it  finally 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Board  of  the  Supervisors, 
the  Department  of  Children  Youth  and  their  Families,  the  Board  of  Education  and  the  Mayor  to 
promote  this  award  and  to  encourage  young  people  to  submit  nominations. 
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P06tfiwnt  P 

RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—03 


[Youth  Comission  Sponsorship  of  the  Redefining  Education  Project] 

Declaring  the  Youth  Commission’s  sponsorship  of  the  Redefining  Education  Project,  including 
a November  18th,  2012  Redefining  Education  Conference. 

Whereas,  high  school  is  undeniably  important  in  the  education  of  young  people, 
preparing  youth  to  thrive  as  adults  and  to  be  responsible  members  of  society;  and 

Whereas,  students  are  often  not  involved  in  shaping  their  own  educational  experience 
and  are  not  aware  that  they  should  and  can  do  so;  and 

Whereas,  even  if  students  should  speak  up,  their  voices  often  aren’t  heard;  and 
Whereas,  current  assessment  based  education  discourages  students  from  talking 
about  important  life  questions  in  the  classroom  (i.e.  what  does  it  mean  to  be  successful?);  and 
Whereas,  there  is  a need  to  provide  a structure  in  which  students  can  ponder  and 
discuss  such  important  questions;  and 

Whereas,  this  identified  need  is  common  to  both  public  and  private  schools;  and 
Whereas,  the  Redefining  Education  Project’s  goals  are  threefold:  (1)  to  motivate 
students  to  contemplate  and  discuss  pertinent  life  questions;  (2)  to  involve  students  in  shaping 
their  own  educational  experience;  and  (3)  to  create  a structure  for  students  and  teachers  to 
come  together  in  addressing  these  questions;  and 

Whereas,  the  Redefining  Education  Project  consists  of  a fall  conference  and 
subsequent  spring  events; 

Whereas,  the  Redefining  Education  Conference  will  bring  together  50  high  school 
students  and  teachers  to  think  critically  and  develop  ideas  about  how  to  refocus  high  school 
on  questions  that  are  relevant  to  youth,  and  to  plan  spring  events  that  will  implement  these 
ideas  around  the  bay  area;  and 

Whereas,  the  Redefining  Education  Conference  facilitates  discussion  between 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—03 


students  and  teachers  about  certain  important  education  topics  such  as  the  extent  of 
memorization  in  classrooms,  the  usefulness  of  homework,  the  affect  of  standardized  testing, 
and  the  role  school  should  play  in  exploration  of  ethical  and  moral  questions;  and 

Whereas,  the  Redefining  Education  Conference  is  designed  to  empower  students  and 
teachers  to  actively  work  together  to  bring  change  to  their  educational  communities;  and 

Whereas,  the  conference  will  be  held  on  November  18th,  2012  at  755  Ocean  Avenue, 
San  Francisco,  California  94114;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

Resolved,  that  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  hereby  sponsors  the  Redefining 
Education  Project,  including  the  Redefining  Education  Conference;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  that  the  Youth  Commission  urges  all  youth  and  teachers  to  participate  in  the 
Redefining  Education  Project  by  contacting  the  Youth  Commission;  and  be  it  further 

Resolved,  that  the  Youth  Commission  also  urges  the  BOS,  the  mayor,  and  DCYF  to 
spread  awareness  of  the  project  and  the  related  educational  issues  to  all  SF  young  people, 
families,  and  those  involved  in  education;  now  be  it  finally 

Resolved,  that  the  Youth  Commission  urges  SFUSD  to  co-sponsor  the  Redefining 
Education  Project  and  Conference. 
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With  technical  amendments  made  after  adoption  on 
August  30;  2012  Special  Inaugural  Meeting 
To  be  formally  adopted  October  1,  2012 

San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
2012-2013  Bylaws 

Article  I Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

Article  n Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 
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Article  I - Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

(A)  Name 

The  Youth  Commission  (hereinafter  called  the  Commission3)  was  established  by  a 1995 
amendment  to  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (SEC  4.122-4.125). 

(B)  Authorization 

The  Charter  provides  the  Commission  with  its  authorization. 


(C)  Purpose 

The  Charter  mandates  that  the  Commission  advise  both  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
the  Mayor  on  issues  relating  to  youth  and  children,  and  that  the  Commission  be  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Article  II  - Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 
(A)  Duties 

In  order  to  fulfill  its  Charter-mandated  purpose,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  have  the 
following  duties: 


1 . Respond  to  legislation  referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  providing  the 
Board  and  the  Mayor  with  written  comments  and  recommendations  and  by 
sending  commissioners  to  speak  at  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  its 
committees  and  other  relevant  City  bodies; 

2.  Adopt  resolutions  that  recommend,  encourage  or  urge  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  take  certain  actions; 

3.  Regularly  meet  with  the  elected  officials  who  appointed  each  commissioner 
(and/or  their  aides),  so  as  to  develop  a relationship  with  these  officials  and  better 
advise  them  on  the  issues  affecting  children  and  youth  in  San  Francisco;  and 

4.  Monitor,  research,  investigate  and  analyze  the  budgets  and  programs  of  the 
various  departments  of  local  government  that  affect  the  children  and  youth  of 
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San  Francisco — and  non-governmental  (not-for-profit  or  otherwise)  organizations 
that  do  the  same — and  propose  a set  of  budget  priorities  (at  minimum  once  a 
year)  for  policymakers  to  bear  in  mind  when  developing  their  budgets  for  the 
subsequent  fiscal  year. 

(B)  Activities 

In  order  to  fulfill  the  above  4 duties,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  engage  in  the 
following  two  activities: 

1 . Identify  the  issues  and  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco’s  young  people  by 
surveying,  questioning  and  developing  relationships  with  young  people 
themselves  and  adults  who  work  with  youth  at  recreation  centers,  social  service 
organizations,  after  school  programs,  religious  institutions,  and  any  other  kind  of 
community-based  organization  that  has  youth  members  or  serves  youth  in  some 
way;  and 

2.  Read,  research,  discuss  and  analyze  statistics,  reports,  surveys,  news  articles 
and  any  other  kind  of  data  relating  to  young  people  in  San  Francisco,  the  United 
States,  and  beyond. 

(C)  Time  Commitment 

As  per  the  Commission  Application  for  the  2012-2013  Term,  each  Commissioner  shall 
devote  at  minimum  15  hours  per  month  to  work  on  the  Commission.  Commission  staff 
shall  assist  Commissioners  in  tracking  and  cataloguing  their  time  and  work  on  the 
Commission. 

The  time  commitment  requirement  is  greater  for  Commissioners  elected  by  their 
colleagues  to  be  officers,  as  per  “Article  V— Officer  Positions,”  below. 

Article  III  - Membership  & Meetings 

(A)  Membership 

The  membership  of  the  Youth  Commission  shall  be  determined  by  SEC  4.123  (a)  of  the 
Charter: 

“The  Commission  shall  consist  of  seventeen  (17)  voting  members,  each  of  whom 
shall  be  between  the  ages  of  12  and  23  years  old  at  the  time  of  appointment.  Each 
member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  shall  appoint  one  member  to  the 
Commission.  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  five  (5)  members  from  underrepresented 
communities  to  ensure  that  the  Commission  represents  the  diversity  of  the  City. 
Commission  members  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  their  appointing  authorities.” 

(B)  Regular  Meetings  & Mid  Year  Retreat 

In  order  to  conduct  its  business,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  meet  on  the  first  and 
third  Mondays  of  every  month  from  September  2012  through  June  2013,  unless  this  falls 
on  a holiday,  in  which  case  the  Commission  shall  meet  on  the  day  following  that  holiday 
(i.e.,  the  following  Tuesday).  Regular  meetings  shall  be  in  room  416  of  City  Hall  unless 
otherwise  noted  on  the  Youth  Commission  website  (www.sfgov.org/yc). 

Exceptions  include  September  2012  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  meet  only  on  the 
third  Monday  of  the  month)  and  January  2013  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  have  a 
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regular  meeting  on  the  first  Monday  of  the  month  and  then  hold  a special  Mid  Year 
Retreat  on  January  19  and  20  at  a location  To  Be  Determined). 

For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Article  IV — Attendance,  below)  the  Mid  Year 
Retreat  constitutes  a regular  meeting. 

(C)  Special  Meetings 

Under  the  Brown  Act,  the  Chairperson  or  a majority  of  the  Commission  have  the  power 
to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission.  In  addition,  the  Executive  Committee  shall 
also  have  the  power  to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission,  if  a minimum  of  three 
Executive  Committee  members  vote  to  do  so.  For  a special  meeting,  an  agenda  and  72 
hours  notice  to  the  public  must  be  provided,  and  all  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of 
Order  below  apply. 

For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Section  III,  (C)  Attendance,  below)  all  special 
meetings  constitute  a regular  meeting. 

(D)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order 

The  following  rules  hereby  govern  the  Commission’s  quorum  and  voting  procedure  at 
Youth  Commission  meetings: 

(a)  Quorum  shall  consist  of  a majority  of  the  Commission's  17  members  (i.e.,  9 
commissioners). 

(b)  Quorum  is  needed  to  begin  a Commission  meeting  and  to  pass  any  motion, 
unless  otherwise  noted. 

(c)  Abstentions  are  only  permitted  if  there  is  a clear  conflict  of  interest  or  if  the 
particular  motion  refers  to  a matter  a Commissioner  would  not  be  in  position 
to  be  knowledgeable  of  (e.g.,  the  approval  of  minutes  from  a meeting  they  did 
not  attend). 

In  general,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  conduct  its  meetings  by  employing  the 
parliamentary  procedure  known  as  Rosenberg’s  Rules  of  Order. 

(E)  Meeting  Agendas  & Minutes 

Any  commissioner  and  all  members  of  the  public  are  encouraged  to  request  that  items 
be  added  to  the  agenda.  The  Executive  Committee  (see  Section  V)  shall  meet  the 
Wednesday  prior  to  each  Youth  Commission  meeting  in  order  to  approve  the  agenda  for 
each  upcoming  meeting.  Ultimately,  the  Executive  Committee  has  the  authority  to 
determine  the  Commission’s  agenda.  If  the  Executive  Committee  does  not  meet  the 
week  before  a regularly  scheduled  Commission  meeting,  the  Chairperson  shall  have  the 
power  to  determine  the  agenda  of  the  upcoming  Commission  meeting. 

Agendas  shall  be  posted  (on  the  Commission’s  website,  in  front  of  room  416,  and 
delivered  to  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library),  no  less  than  72  hours  before  each 
meeting  and  draft  minutes  shall  be  posted  no  more  than  48  business  hours  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  meeting  in  question. 

Article  IV  - Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 
(A)  Attendance 

The  Commission’s  attendance  policy  will  be  as  follows.  According  to  SEC  4.123  (c)  of 
the  Charter: 


3 


With  technical  amendments  made  after  adoption  on 
August  30,  2012  Special  Inaugural  Meeting 
To  be  formally  adopted  October  1,  2012 
"Any  member  whom  the  Commission  certifies  to  have  missed  three  regularly 
scheduled  meetings  of  the  Commission  in  any  six  month  period  without  prior 
authorization  of  the  Commission  shall  be  deemed  to  have  resigned  from  the 
Commission  effective  on  the  date  of  the  written  certification  from  the 
Commission.” 

“Missing”  a meeting  means  any  of  the  following:  being  absent  at  a meeting;  arriving  any 
time  after  quorum  is  called;  leaving  any  time  before  a meeting  is  adjourned;  leaving  the 
Commission  meeting  room  during  a meeting  for  more  than  15  minutes  at  any  time. 

To  authorize  an  absence  after  a Commission  meeting,  the  member  seeking 
authorization  must  inform  staff  as  to  the  general  reason  for  his/her/their  absence  within 
two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  unless  the  member  can  show  undue  hardship  in 
contacting  the  staff  within  that  period.  If  a member  seeking  authorization  contacts  staff 
within  two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  at  the  next  Commission  meeting  the 
Executive  Committee  will  make  a recommendation  on  authorization  of  the  absence  to 
the  full  Commission.  The  full  Commission  shall  have  the  authority  to  authorize  an 
absence  by  simple  majority  vote. 

The  Commission  shall  not  have  the  power  to  authorize  more  than  3 absences  per 
member  per  term.  If  an  absence  is  not  authorized  by  the  Commission,  that  absence 
hereby  counts  as  a "missed”  meeting. 

(B)  Resignation 

After  a Commissioner  has  been  found  to  have  missed  3 meetings,  Commission  staff 
shall  prepare  a written  resignation  form  to  be  voted  on  by  the  full  Commission  at  the  next 
full  Commission  meeting.  Only  by  supermajority  vote  shall  the  full  Commission  have  the 
power  to  not  certify  such  a Commissioner's  resignation. 

(C)  Leaves  of  Absence 

A Commissioner  may  request  a leave  of  absence,  for  any  reason,  of  not  more  than  3 
regular  Commission  meetings  by  submitting  a written  request  to  the  Executive 
Committee  by  the  Wednesday  before  a regular  Commission  meeting.  The  full 
Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  consider  and  grant  a leave  of  absence. 

Article  V - Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 
(A)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Executive  Officers 

In  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the  Commission’s  work 
of  fulfilling  its  Chartered  purpose  and  duties,  the  Commission  shall  have  the  following 
elected  officers,  who  together  shall  constitute  the  Executive  Committee:  one 
Chairperson,  one  Vice  Chairperson,  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  and  a 
Communications  & Outreach  Officer. 

These  officer  positions  are  not  purely  celebratory;  being  elected  to  them  does  not 
constitute  any  kind  of  victory-in-itself.  Rather,  the  purpose  of  these  positions  is  to  aide  in 
the  work  of  the  Commission — and  not  to  advance  the  personal  interests,  positions  and 
desires  of  the  individuals  elected  to  serve  in  these  positions. 

In  other  words:  officers  serve  the  entire  Commission — and  not  the  other  way  around. 
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(B)  Executive  Officer  Positions  & Duties 

The  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  Facilitate  Commission  meetings  by  upholding  and  enforcing  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Order  and  these  Bylaws; 

ii.  Motivate  and  encourage  the  active  and  engaged  participation  of  all 
commissioners  (and  members  of  the  public)  at  meetings  by  being  fair, 
encouraging,  positive  and  resisting  expressing  her/his/their  own 
opinion  on  an  item  until  the  end  of  discussion; 

iii.  Meet  with  Commission  staff  weekly  to  discuss  Commission  business; 

iv.  Be  the  spokesperson  for  the  Commission  and,  with  the  other  officers, 
co-coordinate  community  outreach  and  educational  material, 
commissioner  testimony  at  legislative  hearings,  and  media  and  public 
relations; 

v.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Vice  Chairperson, 

vi.  Schedule  or  cancel  Commission  meetings;  and 

vii.  Have  a flexible  schedule  with  free  time  during  the  day  in  order  to 
conduct  all  of  these  duties. 

The  Vice  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  If  the  Chair  is  not  present,  facilitate  Commission  meetings; 

ii.  Facilitate  Executive  Committee  meetings; 

iii.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Chairperson; 

iv.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events;  and 

v.  Working  with  the  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  coordinate  commissioner 
and  other  youth  testimony  at  legislative  hearings. 

The  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  shall: 

i.  Serve  as  the  point  people  on  receiving,  monitoring,  and  reporting 
pending  legislation  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  the  Commission; 

ii.  Monitor  Board  of  Supervisors’  agendas  and  hearing  schedules  for 
pending  legislation; 

iii.  Ensure  that  pending  legislation  that  will  be  referred  to  the  full 
Commission  for  comment  and  recommendation  is  considered 
separately  and  beforehand  by  the  appropriate  Youth  Commission 
committee; 

iv.  Ensure  commissioners  build  relationships  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  meeting  about  upcoming  legislation  and 
ongoing  Youth  Commission  policy  work; 

v.  Regularly  check  in  with  fellow  commissioners  to  make  sure 
commissioners  are  meeting  with  their  appointing  officers  regarding 
pending  legislation; 

vi.  Solicit  interest  and  participation  of  Commissioners  in  giving  testimony 
at  public  hearings;  and 

vii.  Attend  Board  of  Supervisors  meetings,  if  possible. 

The  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  shall: 
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i.  Working  with  staff,  develop  an  annua!  outreach  plan  for  the 
Commission  and  present  the  plan  for  approval  to  Commission  and 
coordinate  assignment  of  responsibility; 

ii.  Ensure  that  commissioners  are  attending  meetings  with  youth  and 
other  community  members  each  month; 

iii.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events; 

iv.  Working  with  staff,  maintain  a strategic,  professional  and  active 
presence  on  the  Youth  Commission’s  Facebook  and  Twitter  accounts; 
and 

v.  Help  develop  and  disseminate  media  messages  (talking  points,  press 
releases,  etc.)  for  each  community,  government  or  other  event  in 
which  the  Commission  (as  a full  body  or  as  a committee)  is  involved. 

(C)  Executive  Officer  Time  Commitments,  Accountability  and  Removal 

Election  to  any  of  the  above-named  five  officer  positions  requires  a Commissioner  to 
devote  at  minimum  2 more  hours  a week  to  work  on  the  Youth  Commission  on  top  of  the 
15  hour  per  month  commitment  required  of  all  other  commissioners,  except  for  the 
position  of  Chairperson,  who  shall  be  required  to  devote  at  minimum  3 more  hours. 

In  order  for  Executive  Officers  to  be  accountable  to  the  entire  Commission,  the 
Executive  Committee  shall  prepare  a brief  report  of  its  activities  to  be  shared  at  each 
regular  Commission  meeting.  Commissioners  are  encouraged  to  ask  questions  and  refer 
to  these  Bylaws  in  order  to  keep  officers  accountable  for  their  work. 

Any  Executive  Officer  may  be  removed  from  any  position  at  any  full  Commission 
meeting  by  a supermajority  vote  of  the  Commission,  provided  that  the  item  has  been 
duly  noticed. 

No  Commissioner  shall  serve  in  more  than  one  Executive  Officer  position  at  a time. 

(D)  Executive  Officer  Elections 

The  election  of  Executive  Officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  first  Commission  meeting  of 
the  term  as  follows:  Commissioners  may  nominate  themselves  or  another  Commissioner 
for  any  officer  position,  except  for  Chairperson  and  Vice  Chairperson,  for  which  a 
Commissioner  cannot  nominate  oneself.  Commissioners  nominated  by  others  are 
allowed  to  decline  nominations. 

After  all  the  nominations  are  made,  each  Commissioner  who  has  accepted  a nomination 
of  the  position-in-question  will  have  60  seconds  to  share  a statement  regarding  why  she 
or  he  would  like  to  be  elected  to  said  position  . 

After  each  Commissioner  has  made  this  statement  of  up  to  60  seconds,  his/her/their 
colleagues  may  ask  questions  (of  up  to  60  seconds  each)  of  each  Commissioner 
running  for  executive  office,  who  will  have  up  to  60  seconds  to  respond.  Each 
Commissioner  is  limited  to  one  question  of  each  candidate  for  executive  office. 

After  the  question-and-answer  session  has  concluded,  by  roll  call  vote,  officers  shall  be 
elected.  If  no  candidate  attains  nine  votes,  the  candidate  with  the  lowest  number  of 
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votes  shall  be  eliminated  and  there  will  be  another  roll  call  vote.  This  process  shall 
repeat  itself  until  each  officer  position  is  filled. 

Article  VI  -Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 

(A)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Committees 

Committees  exist  in  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the 
Commission’s  work  of  fulfilling  its  Charter-mandated  purpose  and  duties.  The 
Commission  shall  have  an  Executive  Committee  and  the  following  standing  committees: 
Education  (held  jointly  with  representatives  of  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
Student  Advisory  Council);  Youth  Employment;  Youth  Justice;  and  Housing,  Lesbian, 
Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning  (LGBTQ)  and  Transitional  Age  Youth 
(TAY)  Issues. 

(B)  Responsibility,  Authority  and  Meeting  Time  of  Executive  Committee 

The  Executive  Committee  has  the  following  responsibilities  and  authorities:  approving 
Commission  meeting  agendas  on  the  Wednesday  before  each  regularly  scheduled 
Monday  full  Commission  meeting;  preparing  commissioners  for  discussion  of  legislation 
referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  regularly  discussing  and  proposing  solutions  for 
issues  raised  by  other  committee  members  or  individual  commissioners;  and 
Commission  legislation. 

(C)  Responsibility,  Authority,  Membership,  Chairpersonship  and  Meeting  Time  of 
Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 

The  Commission’s  other  committees  (i.e.,  non-Executive)  are  responsible  for  meeting 
with  City  and  school  district  officials,  community  members,  organizations  and  advocates, 
for  conducting  research  and  investigation,  and  for  developing  legislation  and  policy 
under  their  general  subject  matter  jurisdiction. 

it  is  encouraged  that  in  addition  to  Commissioners  themselves,  Commission  committees 
include  other  young  members  (ages  12-23  especially)  who  are  not  Commissioners. 

Commission  committees  (non-Executive)  shall  operate  according  to  Section  III — 
Membership  and  Meetings,  (B3)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order,  of  these 
Bylaws.  These  committees  shall  establish  their  own  regular  meeting  date  and  time. 

Committees  shall  elect  a Chairperson  at  their  first  official  meeting,  by  any  procedure  the 
committee  members  deem  appropriate.  The  Chairperson  must  be  a Commissioner, 
except  for  the  Joint  Education  Committee. 

The  Executive  Committee  of  the  Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  and 
create  standing-issue  based  committees  by  simple  majority  vote 

(D)  Special  Supercommittees  and  Youth  Commission  Participation  in  Outside  Bodies: 
Youth  Advisory  Council;  Youth  Employment  Committee  and  the  City’s  Youth  Council; 
Youth  Justice  Committee  and  the  City's  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating  Council 

The  Commission’s  Executive  Committee,  by  simple  majority  vote,  shall  designate  which 
2 Youth  Commissioners  will  seive  on  the  City’s  Youth  Advisory  Council,  which  serves  as 
the  in-house  youth  advisory  body  to  the  City’s  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  their 
Families.  (The  2 Commissioners  serving  as  the  Commission’s  representatives  on  the 
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Youth  Advisory  Council  may  not  simultaneously  serve  as  Executive  Officers  or  as  the 
elected  officers  of  any  other  Commission  Committee.) 

The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City’s  Youth  Council,  a committee  of  the 
Workforce  Investment  San  Francisco  Board,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and 
positions  taken  by  the  Youth  Employment  Committee. 

The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City’s  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating 
Council,  a state-mandated  local  body,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and  positions 
taken  by  the  Youth  Justice  Committee. 

Article  VII  - Commission  Core  Values 

The  work  of  the  entire  Commission  is  guided  by  belief  in  the  following  core  values: 

• The  best  work  is  done  in  a manner  that  is  respectful,  inclusive  and  honest; 

• A better  world  for  all  young  people  is  possible; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  supports  the  safety,  well  being  and  positive 
enrichment  of  all  young  people; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  where  safety  and  justice,  adequate  housing, 
sufficient  health  care,  and  superlative  education  are  the  right  of  all  young  people; 
and 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  is  all  inclusive,  diverse,  loving,  and  kind. 

The  Commission  believes  that  young  people  have  the  knowledge  and  power  necessary 
to  create  the  world  described  above,  and  believes  that  our  role  as  the  voice  of  young 
people  in  San  Francisco  is  to  respectfully  represent  our  communities  to  the  best  of  our 
abilities. 

Article  VIII-  Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 
Resources 

(A)  Staff  Role 

Commission  staff  is  responsible  for  assisting  the  Commissioners  in  fulfilling  their 
Chartered  duties  and,  in  particular,  to  assure  the  day-to-day  functioning  of  the 
Commission.  Staff  shall  also  enforce  these  Bylaws  and  other  adopted  Youth 
Commission  policies  and  procedures. 

Staff  shall  support  the  Commission  in  the  following  ways:  training  Commissioners  in  the 
structure  of  City  government,  the  legislative  and  budget  processes,  public  speaking  and 
public  policy,  diversity  and  difference,  and  other  topics  of  interest  as  they  arise;  assisting 
in  the  drafting  of  legislation  and  other  Commission  documents;  speaking  with  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Commission  at  community  and  government  meetings;  assuring  compliance 
with  all  local,  state  and  federal  public  meeting  and  record  retention  policies;  and 
facilitating  the  Commission’s  (and  individual  Commissioners’)  relationships  with  City  and 
school  district  officials,  community  organizations  and  advocates,  and  other  young 
people.  Staff  shall,  in  general,  work  40  hour  week. 

(B)  Staff  Mission,  Vision  & Accountability 
Commission  staff  believes: 
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• That  the  Youth  Commission  must  positively  impact  the  communities  of  San 
Francisco  by  engaging,  enabling,  and  bringing  to  the  forefront  of  legislative  and 
policy  debates  the  compelling  voices  of  San  Francisco’s  youth; 

• In  the  presence  and  active  roles  of  young  people  in  government — locally  and 
beyond;  and 

« In  being  truthful  and  respectful  to  ourselves,  our  commissioners,  our  colleagues 
in  the  community  and  government,  and  the  youth  in  the  many  communities  of 
San  Francisco. 

The  work  of  Commission  staff  is  guided  by  a vision  in  which  staff  works  to: 

• Create  and  maintain  a safe,  productive,  upbeat  and  fun  space  at  the  Commission 
in  which  respectful,  supportive,  open,  and  honest  relationships  amongst 
Commissioners  and  Staff  can  develop,  change  and  thrive; 

• Develop  the  leadership  abilities,  communication  skills,  knowledge  of  the 
fundamentals  of  City  government,  the  budget,  legislative  processes  and 
parliamentary  procedure,  and  socio-emotional  intelligence  of  our  Commissioners 
and  other  young  people,  in  order  to  ensure  active,  effective  youth  participation  in 
San  Francisco  City  government; 

• Collaborate  with  community  members,  organizations,  and  schools;  and 

• Honestly  share  our  insight,  history,  and  vision  in  order  to  provide  the  best 
possible  experience  for  all  Commissioners,  while  maintaining  a commitment  to 
our  Commissioners  that  the  institution  truly  be — with  respect  to  its  policy  direction 
and  culture — a youth  led  institution. 

Commission  staff  works  to  be  accountable  to  Commissioners  by; 

• Being  forthright,  communicative,  honest  and  direct  with  Commissioners  about  our 
work  as  staff,  including;  sharing  and  explaining  what  we  do  during  the  work  day; 
introducing  Commissioners  to  as  many  policies,  procedures,  City  departments, 
organizations,  books  and  individuals  as  Commissioners  would  like; 

• Being  direct  and  communicative  with  Commissioners  about  our  expectations  for 
their  work — including  its  relative  quality,  quantity  and  positive  spirit;  and 

• Seeking  feedback  (both  formally  and  informally)  from  Commissioners  regarding 
their  expectations  and  opinions  of  staff  work. 

(C)  Office  Resources 

The  Youth  Commission  Office,  room  345  of  City  Hall,  shall  be  open,  in  general,  from 
9am  to  6pm  on  regular  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  work  days.  Staff  reserves  the 
right  to  close  the  office  for  1 hour  at  lunch,  and  to  modify  this  schedule  based  on  other 
hours  worked  by  staff. 

The  three  non-staff  computers  and  three  non-staff  phones,  along  with  mailboxes  for 
each  of  the  Commission’s  17  members,  are  available  for  Commissioners  to  use  only  for 
their  official  work  as  Commissioners. 

For  purposes  of  safety  and  oversight,  Commissioners  may  only  use  the  office  if  a staff 
person  is  present. 

Article  IX-  Legislation 

(A)  Types  of  Legislation  & Tracking  System 
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The  Commission  shall  have  three  types  of  legislation:  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor; 
Action  Legislation;  and  Resolutions  of  Commendation. 

The  Commission  shall  maintain  the  following  format  for  tracking  its  legislative  work:  each 
document  will  begin  with  a shorthand  for  the  current  2012-2013  fiscal  year  (i.e.,  “1213”), 
followed  by  a dash  (i.e.,  “ — ")  followed  by  the  number  that  the  document  is  in  the  line  of 
introduced  legislation  for  that  fiscal  year  (e.g.,  if  the  document  is  the  fourth  piece  of 
legislation  introduced  this  year,  then  “4’’)  followed  by  another  dash  (i.e.,  " — ”)  and  the 
shortened  title  of  the  legislation. 

(B)  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  (RBM) 

Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  are  official  responses  to  pieces  of  legislation  referred 
from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  under  Charter  SEC  4.124.  The  substance  and  content  of 
these  Reports  are  developed  through  conversation,  on  the  public  record,  at  Commission 
meetings  where  the  Commission  takes  a position  on  a piece  of  legislation  referred.  The 
Legislative  Affairs  Officers  and  staff  are  vested  with  the  authority  to  type  up  these 
Reports  and  the  responsibility  to  deliver  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor’s  Office. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Reports  to  the  Board  shall  only  be  considered  once 
by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

(C)  Action  Legislation  (AL) 

Action  Legislation  consists  of  written  communications  that  suggest  a change  in  policy  or 
administrative  practice,  or  formally  support  a campaign,  organization  or  event.  This  can 
take  the  form  of  resolutions,  endorsements,  policy  reports  or  statements.  If  there  is  no 
physical  legislation — such  as  voting  to  support  an  event — a copy  of  the  motion  will 
double  as  a resolution  and  be  placed  into  the  legislative  record. 

Resolutions  shall  normally  be  considered  twice  by  the  full  Commission  before  being 
adopted.  In  extraordinary  situations,  the  Commission  may  by  simple  majority  vote  motion 
to  suspend  this  rule  and  take  action  on  a resolution  on  its  first  reading. 

(D)  Resolutions  of  Commendation  (RC) 

Resolutions  of  Commendation  officially  recognize  the  work  of  an  individual,  organization 
or  an  organized  effort. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Resolutions  of  Commendation  shall  only  be 
considered  once  by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

Article  X - Amendments  to  Bylaws 

The  Commission  can  create,  repeal,  amend,  or  reword  bylaws  with  a majority  vote  of  the 
full  Commission.  Changes  made  to  the  bylaws  must  be  placed  on  the  agenda  and  be 
noticed  according  to  all  applicable  public  meeting  laws. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Minutes 

Monday,  September  17,  2012 
5:15pm-8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

NOV  6 2014 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Mia  Shackelford,  Chair  Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co-Legislative 
Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 

Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee 
Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairperson  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:21  p jn. 

The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Iris  Alejandra  (Alex)  Guzman-Ramos.  Christine  Huynh. 
Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Veiongo  (Vee)  Taumoepeau,  Vanessa  Warri,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu. 


There  was  quorum. 

Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Chu,  moved  to  approve  the  agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  unanimously  by  aedamation . 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 


A.  August  30,  2012  — Special  Inaugural  Meeting 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Huynh,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Yu,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to  the  meeting  of  August  30,  2012.  The  minutes  were  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation 


4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

Peter  Lauterbom,  introduced  himself  as  the  new  Legislative  Aide  in  Supervisor  Mar’s  office.  Mr.  Lauterbom  expressed  his  support  to  the  Youth  Commission. 

Dennis  McKenzie,  asked  Youth  Commissioners  to  take  the  time  to  look  over  a proposal  he  had  sent  weeks  earlier  about  creating  a sports  management  pathway  program  for  all  youth 
Mr.  McKenzie  also  encouraged  commissioners  to  contact  him  for  information  regarding  the  2012  Mayan  Festival. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Director  of  the  Youth  Commission,  Mario  Yedidia,  then  provided  brief  programmatic  updates  related  to  Youth  Commission  business.  Mr.  Yedidia  urged  commissioners  interested  in 
the  City’s  health  insurance  plan  to  contact  staff.  The  deadline  to  enroll  in  health  benefits  is  Friday,  September  28, 2012.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  thanked  commissioners  who  partidpated  in 
the  Controller’s  Office  and  MUNI’s  pilot  outreach  project  for  potential  Transit  Effective  Project  (TEP)  changes  on  the  5 Fulton  line.  Mr.  Yedidia  informed  commissioners  that  there 
would  be  a post  pilot  project  focus  group  in  the  near  future.  Mr.  Yedidia  also  announced  that  as  of  last  Thursday,  September  13th.  all  Youth  Commission  issue  based  committees  have 
met  and  elected  Chairpersons.  Mr.  Yedidia  then  provided  a quick  legislative  update.  The  Board  of  Supervisors'  City  and  School  District  committee  will  have  a hearing  on  Thursdav . 
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September  27,  2012  at  3:30p.m.  about  the  status  of  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  and  the  San  Francisco  Police 
Department  (SFPD).  The  Justice  Committee  worked  on  this  issue  in  the  2011-2012  term  and  will  continue  to  monitor  the  status  of  this  conversation  this  term,  with  Commissioners 
Carrion  and  Monge-Rodriguez  setting  up  a meeting  with  Supervisor  Campos’s  office  before  the  hearing.  Commissioners  Shackelford,  Guzman-Ramos,  and  Covington  expressed 
interest  in  attending  the  hearing. 


6.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 
Chairperson  Shackelford  explained  to  her  colleagues  that  this  was  a standing  agenda  item. 


7.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Presentation  on  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  the  Children’s  Amendment  and  Children’s  Fund,  and  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  (YEFAB) 
Presenters:  Prishni  Murillo,  YEF  Manager,  DCYF 
(Documents  B and  C) 

Prishni  Murrillo,  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Manager  from  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  introduced  herself  to  commissioners  and  gave  a brief 
overview  on  DCYF’s  goals,  mission,  and  the  different  service  areas  the  department  is  working  on  to  address  youth  needs.  Ms.  Murrillo  then  provided  a detailed  presentation  on  the 
Youth  Empowerment  Fund,  which  is  a pot  of  money  totaling  $ 1 million  each  year  that  the  department  sets  aside  for  youth  led  projects  in  San  Francisco;  the  Youth  Advisory  Council,  a 
group  of  youth  members  from  various  youth  advisory  bodies,  which  includes  the  Youth  Commission;  Youth  Advocacy  Day,  a day  which  brings  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
(SFUSD)  high  school  students  to  City  Hall  to  speak  to  city  officials;  and  Youth  Vote,  a civic  engagement  initiative  for  youth. 

Commissioners  Armstrong,  Yu,  and  Shackelford  asked  clarifying  questions.  Commissioner  Wu  expressed  that  he  was  a product  of  several  youth  empowerment  projects  funded  by 
DCYF,  and  thanked  Ms.  Murrillo  for  her  work. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Chairperson  Shackelford  thanked  Ms.  Murrillo  for  her  time  and  presentation. 

8.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Youth  Commission  Legislative  Affairs:  A How-to  Guide 

Presenters:  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Commissioners  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez  and  Rachel  Brodwin 

Commissioners  Monge-Rodriguez  and  Brodwin  started  with  an  introduction  to  their  presentation,  and  then  guided  their  peers  through  a presentation  on  their  goals  as  Legislative 
Affairs  Officers,  commitment  to  bringing  Youth  Commission  legislation  and  policy  work  to  the  fore  front,  and  steps  they  planned  on  taking  to  ensure  the  success  of  their  goals. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions.  Commissioner  Armstrong  asked  the  Legislative  Affairs  officers  to  ensure  that  11-12  Youth  Commission  priorities  and  policy  work  is  carried 
over  to  the  current  term. 

Public  Comment 

Dennis  McKenzie  encouraged  commissioners  to  view  Board  meetings  on  www.sfgovtv.org . 


B.  Resolution  1213— 01— Following  Through  on  Free  Youth  Transportation 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Nicholas  Persky 

(Document  D) 

Commissioner  Persky  provided  a short  introduction  and  timeline  of  Youth  Commission  work  on  free  youth  transportation  in  San  Francisco. 

Commissioner  Persky  then  gave  a first  reading  of  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions.  Commissioner  Persky  reiterated  that  the  pilot  program  for  free  MUNI  for  youth  was  not  live,  and  that  there  was  still  much  work  to  be  done. 
Commissioner  Persky  expressed  that  he  would  like  to  take  his  colleagues'  comments  into  consideration  before  the  second  reading  at  the  next  full  meeting  of  October  1,  2012;  then 
invited  his  colleagues  who  were  interested  in  working  on  the  issue  and  resolution  to  get  in  touch  with  him. 

Commissioners  Shackelford,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Wu,  Guzman-Ramos,  Covington,  and  Taumoepeau,  all  expressed  interest  in  helping  Commissioner  Persky. 

Public  Comment 

Dennis  McKenzie  expressed  support  for free  MUNI for  youth  and  remarked  on  how  expensive  the  City  isforfamilies  in  San  Francisco. 

C.  Resolution  1213— 02— Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 

(Document  E) 

Commissioner  Brodwin  began  by  telling  her  colleagues  that  the  idea  for  the  Youth  of  the  Year  award  was  initially  developed  last  year.  She  went  on  to  read  the  resolution,  in  its  entirety, 
into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  and  made  suggestions.  Commissioner  Brodwin  expressed  to  her  colleagues  that  she  would  like  to  start  an  ad-hoc  committee  to  work  on  the 
Youth  of  the  Year  Award.  Commissioners  Tu  Mutch,  Yu,  Carrion,  Covington,  Warri,  Huynh,  and  Taumoepeau,  all  expressed  interest  in  aiding  Commissioner  Brodwin  in  this  project. 

Public  Comment 

Dennis  McKenzie  suggested  that  the  Youth  Commission  consider  reaching  out  to  the  business  community  and  that  outreach  for  the  award  is  done  to  each  neighborhood's  chamber  of 
commerce  and  merchant  associations. 
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D.  Resolution  1213— 03— Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  Redefining  Education  Conference 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  F) 

Commissioner  Brodwin  began  by  explaining  to  her  colleagues  that  the  Redefining  Education  Project  was  being  developed  by  a group  of  students  from  Lick-Wilmenling  High  School 
She  encouraged  her  colleagues  to  get  involved  and  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  regarding  the  number  of  attendees  and  outreach.  Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  Lick  Wilmerding  High  School  hr  a planning 
council  for  the  conference  and  invited  commissioners  to  join.  Commissioner  Huynh  asked  if  the  conversations  between  youth  and  teachers  will  result  in  any  action  after  the 
conference.  Commissioner  Brodwin  thanked  everyone  for  their  comments  and  suggestions.  Commissioners  Yu,  Shackelford,  Persky,  Guzman- Ramos,  Huynh,  Taumocpeau,  and 
Armstrong,  volunteered  to  help  out. 

Public  Comment 

Dennis  McKenzie  spoke  in  favor  of  this  resolution;  as  a teacher  himself,  he  said  teachers  are  the  greatest  allies  of  San  Francisco 's  young  people. 


E.  Technically  revised  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws  (Discussion  Only) 

Presenters:  Youth  Commission  staff 
(Document  G) 

Commissioner  Shackelford  and  Persky  gave  an  introduction  to  the  technically  revised  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws.  Mr.  Yedidia  provided  some  context  and  explained  that  the 
bylaws  need  to  be  publically  noticed  for  10  days  before  the  commission  can  adopt  them  officially.  Commissioners  were  encouraged  to  read  over  the  bylaws  and  come  to  the  next  full 
meeting  prepared  to  adopt  the  bylaws. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 


9.  Agenda  Feedback  and  Suggestion  Form  (Discussion  Only) 
preparing  for  the  full  commission  meeting  agendas. 

Commissioners  then  spent  about  five  minutes  filling  out  the  suggestion  form. 
There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 


10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

Commissioner  Persky  gave  a quick  update  on  the  first  Executive  Committee  meeting.  Commissioner  Chu,  Chair  of  the  Education  Committee  gave  a brief  update  on  the  last  meeting. 
Commissioner  Huynh,  Chair  of  the  Employment  Committee  gave  a brief  update  on  the  last  meeting.  Commissioner  Carrion,  introduced  himself  as  the  Chair  of  the  Youth  Justice 
Committee,  and  shared  some  committee  goals  with  his  peers.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  introduced  herself  as  the  Chair  of  the  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and 
Questioning  (LGBTQ)  and  Transitional  Age  Youth  (TAY)  Issues  committee,  and  shared  some  of  the  goals  discussed  from  the  first  meeting. 

Public  Comment 

Dennis  McKenzie  mentioned  theMayan  Cultural  Festival  (www.mayanfestival.com). 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

There  was  none  to  review. 

Public  Comment 

Dennis  McKenzie  thanked  commissioner  Carrion  for  his  work. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Huynh  invited  everyone  to  the  34th  Annual  Mid-Autumn  Moon  Festival  at  the  Tenderloin  Recreation  Center,  577  Ellis  St.  between  Leavenworth  and  Hyde.  This  youth 
and  family  friendly  fun  event  will  take  place  on  Friday,  September  28,  2012,  spm-8pm. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  invited  commissioners  to  attend  any/all  upcoming  LYRIC  meetings.  This  week’s  theme  is  “coffee  talk",  where  items  to  discuss  include  queer  boy  issues  on 
Friday,  queer  girl  issues  on  Thursday,  and  trans  issues  on  Tuesday). 


13.  Adjournment 


I 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  October  1,  2012 
5:15pm-8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

Mia  Shackelford,  Chair  Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co-Legislative 
Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 

Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia 
Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  September  17,  2012  (Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  San  Francisco  Public  Defender’s  Office:  An  Overview  of  the  department  with  a special  focus  on  the  juvenile  division  Presenter:  Patricia  Lee,  Deputy  Public  Defender 
(Document  B) 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Youth  Commission  Communications  and  Outreach  Affairs:  Outreach  Plan 

Presenters:  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  Commissioner  Vanessa  Warri,  Commissioner  Christine  Huynh 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213— 01— Following  Through  on  Free  Youth  Transportation 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Nicholas  Persky 
(Document  C) 

C.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213— 02— Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  D) 

D.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213— 03— Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  Redefining  Education  Project 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  E) 

E.  Adoption  of  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws  (with  technical  amendments) 

Presenters:  Youth  Commission  staff 
(Document  F) 

10.  Agenda  Feedback  and  Suggestion  Form  (Discussion  Only) 
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11.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

12.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

13.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 


Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after  the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 

previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information-at  the  Youth  Commission  office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday-Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located  at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

www.sfgov.org/yc 


KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance 
assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO  REPORT  A VIOLATION  OFTHE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK  FORCE,  please 
Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 


1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 
Phone:  (415)  554-7724.  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 
E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.01g 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 


I n order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  Alnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabAities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 


To  obtain  a disabUity-nelated  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxAiary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Y outh  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554  6254:  emaA: 
mario.yedidia@sfgov.org]  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  Minutes 
Monday,  October  1, 2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshail-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairperson  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:17  p.m. 

The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu, 
Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Iris  Alejandra  (Alex)  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh, 
Lily  Marshail-Fricker,  Paul  Monge  Rodriguez,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia 
Shackelford,  Veiongo  (Vee)  Taumoepeau,  Vanessa  Warri,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu.  Commissioner 
absent:  Rachel  Brodwin. 

There  was  quorum. 

Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Covington,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshail-Fricker,  moved  to  approve 
the  agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  September  17,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

Commissioner  Marshail-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Chu,  moved  to  approve  the 
minutes  to  the  meeting  of  September  17,  2012.  The  minutes  were  approved 
unanimously  by  acclamation. 
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4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

Leah  LaCroix,  former  Chair  of  the  Youth  Commission,  expressed  support  for  commissioners 
and  their  work. 

Max  Roach,  introduced  himself  as  the  Deputy  Director  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth, 
and  their  Families,  and  expressed  his  support  of  the  Youth  Commission. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and  Administration,  Phimy  Truong,  provided  brief 
programmatic  updates  related  to  Youth  Commission  business.  The  Tenderloin  Housing 
Clinic’s  new  youth  leadership  program  will  be  visiting  the  Youth  Commission  office  on 
October  19th.  Commissioners  interested  in  speaking  with  the  youth  group  include 
Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  Commissioner  Huynh,  Commissioner  Persky, 
Commissioner  Taumoepeau,  and  Commissioner  Warri.  Ms.  Truong  thanked  commissioners 
who  participated  in  the  Controller’s  Office  and  MUNI’s  pilot  outreach  project  for  potential 
Transit  Effective  Project  (TEP)  changes  on  the  5 Fulton  line.  There  will  be  a follow  up  focus 
group  tentatively  set  for  October  12,  2012.  Ms.  Truong  then  read  a statement,  emailed  to 
staff  by  Commissioner  Brodwin.  Commissioner  Brodwin  asked  for  items  9C  and  9D  to  be 
tabled,  and  would  be  following  up  with  commissioners  interested  in  her  resolution  soon. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  gave  a brief  legislative  affairs  office  report.  He  also 
updated  commissioners  on  the  City  and  School  District  Select  Committee  hearing  on  the 
status  of  updating  the  memorandum  of  understanding  between  the  San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District  (SFUSD)  and  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD).  Commissioner 
Monge-Rodriguez  reminded  his  peers  that  he  and  Commissioner  Brodwin  will  be  making 
calls  to  check  in  with  everyone  on  the  commission  in  the  coming  weeks. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  were  none. 

Chair  Shackelford  explained  that  this  was  a standing  agenda  item. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  San  Francisco  Public  Defender’s  Office:  An  Overview  of  the  department  with  a special 
focus  on  the  juvenile  division 
Presenter:  Patricia  Lee,  Deputy  Public  Defender 
(Document  B) 
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Patricia  Lee  from  the  San  Francisco  Public  Defender’s  Office,  introduced  herself  to 
commissioners  and  commended  them  for  their  work  as  young  leaders  of  San  Francisco 
Ms.  Lee  suggested  that  the  Youth  Commission  should  convene  a meeting  at  the 
Juvenile  Justice  Center  for  the  youth  there.  She  then  provided  an  overview  of  the  Public 
Defender’s  Office  and  the  different  programs  and  services  it  offers  to  the  community. 

Ms.  Lee  then  made  a few  suggestions  for  the  Youth  Commission’s  youth  justice 
committee  to  work  on.  Suggestions  include  exploring  mediation  programs  and  youth 
courts  as  a type  of  restorative  justice;  increasing  the  distribution  of  Know  Your  Rights 
pamphlets  to  youth  in  an  impactful  and  meaningful  way;  include  youth  in  trainings  about 
how  to  successfully  leave  the  juvenile  system;  and  work  on  creating  outreach  and 
linkage  to  the  multitude  of  resources  the  city  funds.  Ms.  Lee  urged  commissioners  to 
look  into  mediation  as  a type  of  restorative  justice,  and  invited  commissioners  to  attend 
the  next  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating  Council. 

Commissioners  Carrion  and  Monge-Rodriguez  then  shared  some  of  the  priorities  the 
youth  justice  committee  was  working  on.  Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Chair  Shackelford  thanked  Ms.  Lee  for  her  presentation. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Youth  Commission  Communications  and  Outreach  Affairs:  Outreach  Plan 
Presenters:  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  Commissioner  Vanessa  Warri, 
Commissioner  Christine  Huynh 

Communications  and  Outreach  Affairs  officer  Warri  and  Commissioner  Huynh  provided 
commissioners  with  a detailed  overview  of  their  outreach  plan. 

Commissioner  Warri  asked  for  feedback  throughout  her  presentation. 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  suggested  that  Commissioner  Warri  start  a S.M.A.R.T 
(smart,  measureable,  attainable,  relevant,  and  time  based)  chart  detailing 
commissioners’  personal  outreach  goals.  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos  expressed  her 
support  for  the  plan,  and  asked  to  add  language  about  the  outreach  plan  to  the  Youth 
Commission  bylaws  to  hold  commissioners  accountable.  Commissioners  asked 
clarifying  questions. 

Commissioner  Warri  stated  that  she  would  be  working  on  a standard  template  of 
outreach  documents  and  will  be  distributing  them  to  her  colleagues  by  the  end  of  the 
week. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

B.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213— 01— -Following  Through  on  Free  Youth 
Transportation 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Nicholas  Persky 
(Document  C) 
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Chairperson  Shackelford  reminded  her  peers  of  the  process  and  expected  outcome  of  a 
second  reading  of  a resolution.  Commissioner  Persky  would  read  the  resolution  into  the 
public  record  and  there  would  be  time  afterwards  for  clarifying  questions,  public 
comment,  discussion,  and  a vote  on  the  resolution. 

Commissioner  Persky  prefaced  the  second  reading  of  this  resolution,  with  remarks  on 
updating  Youth  Vote  data  used  in  the  resolution,  as  suggested  by  his  colleagues.  He 
then  provided  some  contextual  information  on  the  Youth  Commission’s  work  on  free 
transportation  for  youth,  providing  his  peers  with  a one-page  timeline.  Commissioner 
Persky  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Public  Comment 

Juana  Teresa  Tello,  organizer  from  POWER,  spoke  on  behalf  of  working  class  families 
across  San  Francisco.  Affordable  transportation  is  a crisis  for  working  families, 
especially  from  the  Southeast  sector  of  San  Francisco.  Ms.  Tello  expressed  support  for 
Commissioner  Persky's  resolution. 

Darnell  Boyd,  an  intern  at  POWER,  wished  all  young  people  could  ride  public 
transportation  for  free,  but  starting  with  low  income  youth  is  a good  start. 

Ezekiel  C.  Osmond,  a youth  from  POWER,  voiced  his  support  for  free  MUNI  for  youth  in 
San  Francisco. 

Marissa  Wong,  a member  of  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory  Board  (YEFAB), 
worked  on  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  campaign  when  she  was  a youth  member  at  the 
Chinatown  Community  Development  Center’s  Adopt-an-Alleyway  program.  She  spoke 
about  being  privileged  enough  to  get  a ride  when  she  needed  to  travel,  and  understood 
the  need  for  low  income  youth. 

Antonio  Amado  Vaz,  a member  of  POWER,  would  like  to  see  the  Youth  Commission 
make  a strong  statement  in  support  of  free  MUNI  for  youth.  He  urged  commissioners  to 
support  the  resolution. 

Leah  LaCroix,  former  Youth  Commission  Chair,  commended  Commissioner  Persky  on 
his  work.  LaCroix  spoke  about  the  importance  of  institutional  memory  and  urged 
commissioners  to  support  the  resolution  unanimously  to  send  a strong  a strong 
message. 

Chair  Shackelford  thanked  everyone  for  their  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  asked  representatives  of  POWER  how  the  Youth 
Commission  can  best  support  some  of  the  organizing  and  advocacy  that  has  been 
happening  on  the  ground. 

Juana  Teresa  Tello  stated  that  POWER  will  be  having  a community  solidarity  fair  in  the 
Bayview  in  the  Fall,  and  will  send  the  information  out  to  the  Youth  Commission. 
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Commissioners  interested  include  Commissioners  Huynh,  Shackelford,  Monge- 
Rodriguez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Wu,  Warri,  and  Carrion. 


Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  adopt 
the  resolution. 


The  resolution  was  then  unanimously  adopted  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (16)  - 
Armstrong,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker, 
Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Warri,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker  commended  POWER  for  their  advocacy  on  free  MUNI 
for  youth.  Commissioner  Persky  thanked  his  peers  for  supporting  his  resolution.  He  will 
be  following  up  with  commissioners  on  how  to  stay  involved  in  the  issue.  Commissioners 
interested  in  getting  involved  include:  Armstrong,  Chu,  Gomez,  Tu  Mutch,  and  Yu. 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  then  updated  his  peers  on  the  last  free  MUNI  for  youth 
coalition  meeting. 

C.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213 — 02 — Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth 
of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  D) 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  table 
item  9C.  This  item  was  tabled  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

D.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213--03 — Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  Redefining 
Education  Project 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  E) 

Commissioner  Yu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  table  item  9D.  This 
item  was  tabled  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

E.  Adoption  of  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws  (with  technical  amendments) 
Presenters:  Youth  Commission  staff 

(Document  F) 

Ms.  Truong  provided  some  context  and  background  on  the  Youth  Commission  bylaws 
with  technical  amendments. 


Commissioner  Warri  asked  her  colleagues  about  adding  Commissioner  Guzman- 
Ramos’  suggestion  of  inserting  communications  and  outreach  expectations  into  the 
bylaws. 

Commissioners  Armstrong  agreed  with  adding  outreach  expectations  into  the  bylaws, 
but  suggested  keeping  the  requirements  a bit  more  general  to  allow  some  flexibility  for 
commissioners.  Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  adopt 
the  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  bylaws  with  technical  amendments.  The  bylaws  were 
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adopted  based  on  the  following  roil  call  vote:  Ayes  (16)  - Armstrong,  Carrion,  Chu, 
Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu 
Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Vanessa  Warri,  Eric  Wu,  Artel  Yu. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

10.  Agenda  Feedback  and  Suggestion  Form  (Discussion  Only) 

Commissioner  Warri  explained  what  the  Executive  Committee  had  envisioned  for  this  item:  a 
tool  for  the  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  to  receive  feedback  from  commissioners  on 
the  outreach  plan.  Commissioner  Warri  was  not  able  to  provide  a feedback  form  at  this  meeting 
and  will  be  working  on  the  form  and  other  tracking  documents  for  her  outreach  plan  by  the  end 
of  the  week. 

Commissioner  Persky  then  gave  a brief  update  on  the  suggestion  form  that  was  passed  out  at 
the  last  full  Youth  Commission  meeting. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

11.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

Executive  Committee  report  was  given  by  Commissioner  Persky.  Persky  gave  an  update  on 
the  Bay  Area  Youth  Summit  which  would  be  jointly  hosted  by  the  Oakland  and  San 
Francisco  Youth  Commissions.  Commissioner  Warri  then  asked  for  additional  feedback  for 
her  outreach  plan.  Commissioners  Tu  Mutch  and  Monge-Rodriguez  suggested 
Commissioner  Warri  look  into  best  practices  on  how  to  run  focus  groups  and  asked  for  more 
clarity  and  examples  in  what  outreach  would  look  like. 

Commissioner  Chu  then  updated  his  colleagues  on  the  Education  Committee.  The 
committee  received  a presentation  from  the  SFUSD  Associate  Superintendant  of  Student 
Support  Services,  Kevin  Truitt.  Committee  members  had  also  reviewed  data  from  the  school 
district  showing  alarming  trends  in  the  achievement  gap.  At  the  next  meeting,  commissioner 
Chu  reported,  the  committee  would  hear  a presentation  from  staff  and  youth  from  Coleman 
Advocates  for  Children  and  Youth. 

Commissioner  Huynh  provided  an  update  on  the  work  of  the  Employment  Committee.  At 
their  last  meeting,  they  heard  from  Glenn  Eagleson  from  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth, 
and  their  Families  and  Alvin  Woo,  Youth  Workforce  Director  at  the  Japanese  Community 
Youth  Council.  The  committee  will  be  working  on  their  goals  and  developing  a timeline  for 
their  priorities. 

Youth  Justice  Committee  Chair  Commissioner  Angel  Carrion  updated  his  colleagues  on  the 
work  of  the  Youth  Justice  Committee.  Committee  members  met  with  Associate 
Superintendant  Kevin  Truitt  last  week  in  advance  of  the  MOU  hearing.  Carrion  spoke  about 
the  hearing  on  the  MOU  between  the  SFUSD  and  SFPD.  Committee  members  will  continue 
to  work  on  improving  recreation  access  for  youth  at  juvenile  hall. 

Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning  (LGBTQ)  and  Transitional 
Age  Youth  (TAY)  Committee  Chair  Commissioner  Mia  Tu  Mutch  provided  her  colleagues 
with  an  update  on  her  committee,  which  met  last  week  and  received  presentations  from  staff 
from  the  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing  and  the  Chinatown  Community  Development  Center. 
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Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  gave  an  overview  of  committee  policy  priorities  for  housing  and 
12N.  Committee  members  will  be  working  on  their  SMART.  goals  and  priorities  at  the  next 
meeting. 

Public  Comment 

Leah  LaCroix  spoke  to  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez's  suggestion  that  YCers  create  an 
alumni  network. 

12.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

There  were  none. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

13.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Chairperson  Shackelford  announced  that  the  Contemporary  Jewish  Museum  (736  Mission 
st.)  will  be  having  a short-film  night  and  teen  photography  exhibit  this  Thursday,  October  4th, 
2012  from  6-8pm. 

14.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:36pm. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  October  15, 2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Pi. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

OCT  1 2 2012 


There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item.  SAN  FRA  N C I S C C 

Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  October  1,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  (BOS  file  no.  120997]  Ordinance  appropriating  $3,000,000  of  State  Reserves  for  the  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District  for  FY  2012-2013.  (Kim;  Campos,  Mar,  Avalos  and 
Olague) 

Presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Jane  Kim;  and  Sandra  Lee  Fewer,  Commissioner.  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Education 
(Documents  B.C,  and  D) 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213 — 02 — Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth 
of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  E) 
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B.  [First  Reading)  Resolution  1213-04 — Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  Youth 
Advocacy  Day  2013 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Kyron  Covington 
(Document  F) 

C.  Possible  revision  to  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws 
Presenters:  Youth  Commission  staff 

(Document  G) 

10.  Agenda  Feedback  and  Suggestion  Form  (Discussion  Only) 

11.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  October  31,  2012,  5:00pm-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

B.  Education  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  October  17,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

C.  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  October  22,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  age 
Youth  Issues  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  October  22,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Thursday,  October  25,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

12.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  Monday,  October  1,  2012 

13.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

14.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection — along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.ora 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 
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FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.org  1 at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 


3 


. 


Do6Miwnt  $ 


120997  [Appropriating  $3,000,000  for  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  - 
FY2012-2013] 

Sponsors:  Kim;  Campos,  Mar,  Avalos  and  Olague 

Ordinance  appropriating  $3,000,000  of  State  Reserves  for  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District  for  FY201 2-2013.  ASSIGNED  UNDER  30  DAY  RULE  to  Budget  and  Finance 
Committee. 


P ocuraent  C 


CLASS  OF  2014  ONTRACK  BY  COURSES,  BY  ETHNICITY;  AT  LEAST  110  CREDITS,  10  - SOCIAL  STUDIES, 


20  - ENGLISH,  20  - MATH,  10  SCIENCE,  20  PE 

ETHNICITY 

ONTRACK 

OFFTRACK 

TOTAL 

% ONTRACK 

% OFFTRACK 

AFRICAN  AMERICAN 

49 

292 

341 

14% 

86% 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

1 

7 

8 

13% 

88% 

ARABIC 

18 

27 

45 

40% 

60% 

CHINESE 

1190 

546 

1736 

69% 

31% 

DECLINED  TO  STATE 

72 

41 

113 

64% 

36% 

FILIPINO 

124 

120 

244 

51% 

49% 

JAPANESE 

23 

9 

32 

72% 

28% 

KOREAN 

16 

5 

21 

76% 

24% 

LATINO 

195 

674 

869 

22% 

78% 

OTHER  NON-WHITE 

85 

81 

166 

51% 

49% 

OTHER  WHITE 

213 

114 

327 

65% 

35% 

SAMOAN 

5 

40 

45 

11% 

89% 

SOUTH  EAST  ASIAN 

101 
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49 

150 

67% 

33% 

OFFTRACK  1-2  COURSE 

S TO  RECOVER;  MOD  3-4  Cl 
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OURSES,  EXT  5+  COURSES  TO  RECOVER 

ETHNICITY 

ON -TRACK 

OFF-TRACK 

MOD  OFF  TRACK 

EXT  OFF-TRACK 

TOTAL 

AFRICAN  AMERICAN 

49 

117 

78 

97 

341 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

1 

2 

2 

3 

8 

ARABIC 

18 

12 

7 

8 

45 

CHINESE 

1190 

415 

65 

66 

1736 

DECLINED  TO  STATE 

72 

26 

6 

10 

114 

FILIPINO 

124 

74 

26 

20 

244 

JAPANESE 

23 

6 

1 

2 

32 

KOREAN 

16 

5 

0 

0 

21 

LATINO 

195 

327 

172 

175 

869 

OTHER  NON-WHITE 

85 

50 

15 

16 

166 

OTHER  WHITE 

213 

72 

19 

23 

327 

SAMOAN 

5 

14 

11 

15 

45 

SOUTH  EAST  ASIAN 

•-  r* 

OFF  TRACK  1-2  COURSE 

101 

suss  • 

S TO  RECOVEF 

36 
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DURSES,  EXT  5+  COUF 

ihmhb 

ISES  TO  RECOVER 

150 

ETHNICITY 

ON-TRACK 

OFF-TRACK 

MOD  OFF  TRACK 

EXT  OFF-TRACK 

* 

AFRICAN  AMERICAN 

14% 

34% 

23% 

28% 

AMERICAN  INDIAN 

13% 

25% 

25% 

38% 

ARABIC 

40% 

27% 

16% 

18% 

CHINESE 

69% 

24% 

4% 

4% 

DECLINED  TO  STATE 

63% 

23% 

5% 

9% 

FILIPINO 

51% 

30% 

11% 

8% 

JAPANESE 

72% 

19% 

3% 

6% 

KOREAN 

76% 

24% 

0% 

0% 

LATINO 

22% 

38% 

20% 

20% 

OTHER  NON-WHITE 

51% 

30% 

9% 

10% 

OTHER  WHITE 

65% 

22% 

6% 

7% 

SAMOAN 

11% 

31% 

24% 

33% 

SOUTH  EAST  ASIAN 

67% 

24% 

5% 

3% 

SOURCE:  SIS,  September  6,  2012,  Class  of  2014  Unverified  aggregation,  9/10/20122:21  PM  LW/C&I 
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SOURCE:  SIS,  September  6,  2012,  Class  of  2015  Unverified  aggregation,  9/10/20123:32  PM  LW/C&I 
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The  Racial  Achievement  Gap  in  SFUSD 
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And  yet,  the  gap  has  widened,  especially  for  African 
American  students.  Ed  Trust  West  in  2011  released  an 

ANALYSIS  COMPARING  THE  PROGRESS  OF  CA  SCHOOL 

districts.  San  Francisco  received  overall  grade  of  D. 


In  1 998,  SFUSD  included  the  A-G  course 

SEQUENCE  AS  PART  OF  THE  GRADUATION 
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In  2008 

Total  Graduates  who 

are  college  eligible 

1,928  college  eligible 

49% 

72  college  eligible 

16.2% 

167  college  eligible 

20% 

1,226  college  eligible 

61% 

196  college  eligible 

58% 

Total  Graduates 

3,692  graduates 

100% 

228  graduates 

9% 

616  graduates 

17% 

2,014  graduates 

55% 

246  graduates 

9% 
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Total  Graduates  who 
are  college  eligible 

2,328  college  eligible 

66% 

203  college  eligible 

52% 

252  college  eligible 
49% 

1,309  college  eligible 

74% 

314  college  eligible 

67% 
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3,506  graduates 

100% 

391  graduates 

11.2% 

510  graduates 

14.5% 

1,764  graduates 

50.3% 

469  graduates 

13.4% 
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California  Department  of  Education,  Dataquest 


SFUSD  Class  of  2010  Graduation  and  Drop  Out  Rate 

(PRIOR  TO  A-G  AS  THE  GRADUATION  REQUIREMENT) 


'California  Department  of  Education,  Dataquest  9/27/12 


SFUSD  Class  of  2010  Students  Who 
Completed  the  A-G  Course  Sequence 


‘California  Department  of  Education,  Dataquest  9/27/12 


Class  of  2010:  African  American  Students 
at  Thurgood  Marshall  HS 
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‘California  Department  of  Education,  Dataquest  9/27/12 
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sequence.  This  was  a huge  victory  and  seemed  to  be  a 
step  in  the  right  direction  for  all  students,  especially 
Black,  Latino  and  Pacific  Islander  students.  The  policy 
went  into  effect  for  the  class  of  2014. 


Challenges  in  A-G  Implementation 
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Offering  Credit  recovery  opportunities  (like  a 7th  period  available  at  each  high 
school  for  struggling  students,  with  a teacher  present)  prioritizing  the  students 
most  at  risk  of  not  graduating,  for  the  classes  for  2014  and  2015 
Smaller  class  sizes  for  key  A-G  classes 

Academic  support  and  tutoring  for  students  not  on  track  to  graduation 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO  1213—02 


[Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony] 

Resolution  establishing  the  San  Francisco  Youth  of  the  Year  Award,  given  to  13  young  people 
who  have  demonstrated  exceptional  leadership  and  outstanding  civic  engagement  in  his  or  her 
community,  and  the  subsequent  Award  Ceremony  to  be  held  in  spring  of  2013. 

WHEREAS,  As  stated  in  Article  IV  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  Section  4.124,  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Youth  Commission  to  "identify  the  concerns  and  needs  of  the  children  and  youth  of  San 
Francisco;”  and 

WHEREAS,  Children  and  youth  are  often  a lost  voice  in  communities,  overlooked  and 
discouraged  to  contribute;  and 

WHEREAS,  Even  when  young  people  do  get  involved,  their  efforts  often  go  uncelebrated  and 
unrewarded;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  very  important  to  empower  young  people  to  contribute  to  their  communities, 
as  these  young  people  are  the  next  generation  of  law  makers  and  community  activists;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  has  identified  the  need  for  the 
encouragement  and  empowerment  of  youth  to  contribute  to  their  community;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  4.124  further  states  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  San  Francisco  Youth 
Commission  to  “ identify  the  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco's  children  and  youth  through  personal 
contact  with  these  young  people;"  and 

WHEREAS,  Personal  contact  with  San  Francisco’s  young  people  is  often  hindered  by  general 
ignorance  of  the  existence  and  purpose  of  the  Youth  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Further  outreach  about  the  Youth  Commission  is  necessary  to  foster  the  "personal 
contact”  mandated  by  the  charter;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  4.124  further  states  that  another  duty  of  the  Commission  is  to  "elicit  the 
interest,  support,  and  mutual  cooperation  of  private  groups  (such  as  fraternal  orders,  service  clubs, 


Commissioner  Brodwin 
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FILE  NO. 


RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—02 


associations,  churches,  businesses,  and  youth  organizations);”  and 

WHEREAS,  Outreach  (and  the  subsequent  awareness  of  the  Commission’s  existence  and 
purpose  brought  on  by  outreach)  is  often  insufficient  to  elicit  the  ongoing  interest  and  cooperation  of 
private  groups;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  incentive  is  needed  for  such  private  groups  to  maintain  a relationship  with  the 
Youth  Commission  and  to  refer  engaged  youth  to  the  Youth  Commission;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  hereby  establishes  the  San  Francisco 
Youth  of  the  Year  Award,  to  be  given  to  13  young  San  Franciscan  residents  (ages  12-23)  who  have 
demonstrated  exceptional  leadership  and  outstanding  civic  engagement  in  his  or  her  community;  and 
be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  will  be  given  to  one  person  from 
each  Supervisorial  District,  in  addition  to  two  other  young  people  from  the  city  at  large;  and  be  it  further 
RESOLVED,  That  the  Award  Ceremony  for  the  SF  Youth  of  the  Year  Award  will  take  place  in 
the  spring  of  2013,  during  a regularly  scheduled  Board  of  Supervisors  meeting;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Youth  Commission  will  distribute  flyers  for,  and  in  other  ways  promote, 
this  award  through  outreach  to  various  community  organizations;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  cordially  invites  all  nominations  for 
people  who  qualify  under  the  aforementioned  requirements,;  and  be  it  finally 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Board  of  the  Supervisors, 
the  Department  of  Children  Youth  and  their  Families,  the  Board  of  Education  and  the  Mayor  to 
promote  this  award  and  to  encourage  young  people  to  submit  nominations. 


Commissioner  Brodwin 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—04 


[Youth  Commission  co-sponsorship  of  Youth  Advocacy  Day] 

Resolution  Co-sponsoring  the  4th  Annual  Youth  Advocacy  Day  on  March  20,  2013. 

WHEREAS,  For  the  past  three  years  Youth  Advocacy  Day  has  been  a place  where  youth  can 
come  and  learn  about  City  Government;  and 

WHEREAS,  Youth  Advocacy  Day  gives  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  students  a 
chance  to  talk  with  city  government  officials  about  issues  that  are  affecting  their  daily  lives;  and 

WHEREAS,  For  many  youth,  Youth  Advocacy  Day  was  their  first  time  visiting  city  hall  and 
witnessing  how  city  government  functions;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  average  of  120  plus  SFUSD  students  attended  the  previous  Youth  Advocacy 
Day;  and 

WHEREAS,  Youth  Advocacy  Day  is  a youth-led  event  where  youth  leaders  run  workshops  on 
city  government  for  the  participants  and  help  them  prepare  talking  points  for  their  meetings  with  city 
officials;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SF  Youth  Commission,  SF  Youthworks,  and  the  SFUSD  Student  Advisory 
Council  co-sponsored  the  event  in  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  8 supervisors  offices  and  23  city  departments  participated  in  last  year's  Youth 
Advocacy  Day;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Youth  Commission’s  mission  is  to  bridge  the  gap  between  youth  and  city 
government;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  co-sponsors  the  2013  Youth 
Advocacy  Day;  and  be  it  finally 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Youth  Commission  urges  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors,  the 
Board  of  Education  and  other  interested  City  departments  and  community  organizations  to  support 
and  actively  participate  in  Youth  Advocacy  Day, 


Commissioner  Covington 

SAN  FRANCISCO  YOUTH  COMMISSION 
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Adopted  by  full  Youth  Commission 
October  1,  2012 

San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
2012-2013  Bylaws 

Article  I Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

Article  II  Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 

Article  III  Membership  & Meetings 

Article  IV  Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 

Article  V Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 

Article  VI  Standing  Issue- Based  Committees 

Article  VII  Commission  Core  Values 

Article  VIII  Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 
Resources 
Article  IX  Legislation 

Article  X Amendments  to  Bylaws 

Article  I - Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

(A)  Name 

The  Youth  Commission  (hereinafter  called  the  “Commission”)  was  established  by  a 1995 
amendment  to  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (SEC  4.122-4.125). 

(B)  Authorization 

The  Charter  provides  the  Commission  with  its  authorization. 


(C)  Purpose 

The  Charter  mandates  that  the  Commission  advise  both  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
the  Mayor  on  issues  relating  to  youth  and  children,  and  that  the  Commission  be  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Article  II  - Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 

(A)  Duties 

In  order  to  fulfill  its  Charter-mandated  purpose,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  have  the 
following  duties: 

1 . Respond  to  legislation  referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  providing  the 
Board  and  the  Mayor  with  written  comments  and  recommendations  and  by 
sending  commissioners  to  speak  at  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  its 
committees  and  other  relevant  City  bodies; 

2.  Adopt  resolutions  that  recommend,  encourage  or  urge  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  take  certain  actions; 

3.  Regularly  meet  with  the  elected  officials  who  appointed  each  commissioner 
(and/or  their  aides),  so  as  to  develop  a relationship  with  these  officials  and  better 
advise  them  on  the  issues  affecting  children  and  youth  in  San  Francisco;  and 

4.  Monitor,  research,  investigate  and  analyze  the  budgets  and  programs  of  the 
various  departments  of  local  government  that  affect  the  children  and  youth  of 
San  Francisco — and  non-governmental  (not-for-profit  or  otherwise)  organizations 
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that  do  the  same — and  propose  a set  of  budget  priorities  (at  minimum  once  a 
year)  for  policymakers  to  bear  in  mind  when  developing  their  budgets  for  the 
subsequent  fiscal  year. 

(B)  Activities 

In  order  to  fulfill  the  above  4 duties,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  engage  in  the 
following  two  activities: 

1.  Identify  the  issues  and  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco’s  young  people  by 
surveying,  questioning  and  developing  relationships  with  young  people 
themselves  and  adults  who  work  with  youth  at  recreation  centers,  social  service 
organizations,  after  school  programs,  religious  institutions,  and  any  other  kind  of 
community-based  organization  that  has  youth  members  or  serves  youth  in  some 
way;  and 

2,  Read,  research,  discuss  and  analyze  statistics,  reports,  surveys,  news  articles 
and  any  other  kind  of  data  relating  to  young  people  in  San  Francisco,  the  United 
States,  and  beyond. 

(C)  Time  Commitment 

As  per  the  Commission  Application  for  the  2012-2013  Term,  each  Commissioner  shall 
devote  at  minimum  15  hours  per  month  to  work  on  the  Commission.  Commission  staff 
shall  assist  Commissioners  in  tracking  and  cataloguing  their  time  and  work  on  the 
Commission. 

The  time  commitment  requirement  is  greater  for  Commissioners  elected  by  their 
colleagues  to  be  officers,  as  per  “Article  V — Officer  Positions,"  below. 

Article  III  - Membership  & Meetings 

(A)  Membership 

The  membership  of  the  Youth  Commission  shall  be  determined  by  SEC  4.123  (a)  of  the 
Charter: 

"The  Commission  shall  consist  of  seventeen  (17)  voting  members,  each  of  whom 
shall  be  between  the  ages  of  1 2 and  23  years  old  at  the  time  of  appointment.  Each 
member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  shall  appoint  one  member  to  the 
Commission.  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  five  (5)  members  from  underrepresented 
communities  to  ensure  that  the  Commission  represents  the  diversity  of  the  City. 
Commission  members  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  their  appointing  authorities." 

(B)  Regular  Meetings  & Mid  Year  Retreat 

In  order  to  conduct  its  business,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  meet  on  the  first  and 
third  Mondays  of  every  month  from  September  2012  through  June  2013,  unless  this  falls 
on  a holiday,  in  which  case  the  Commission  shall  meet  on  the  day  following  that  holiday 
(i.e.,  the  following  Tuesday).  Regular  meetings  shall  be  in  room  416  of  City  Hall  unless 
otherwise  noted  on  the  Youth  Commission  website  (www.sfgov.org/yc). 

Exceptions  include  September  2012  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  meet  only  on  the 
third  Monday  of  the  month)  and  January  2013  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  have  a 
regular  meeting  on  the  first  Monday  of  the  month  and  then  hold  a special  Mid  Year 
Retreat  on  January  19  and  20  at  a location  To  Be  Determined). 
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For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Article  IV— Attendance,  below)  the  Mid  Year 
Retreat  constitutes  a regular  meeting. 

(C)  Special  Meetings 

Under  the  Brown  Act,  the  Chairperson  or  a majority  of  the  Commission  have  the  power 
to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission.  In  addition,  the  Executive  Committee  shall 
also  have  the  power  to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission,  if  a minimum  of  three 
Executive  Committee  members  vote  to  do  so.  For  a special  meeting,  an  agenda  and  72 
hours  notice  to  the  public  must  be  provided,  and  all  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of 
Order  below  apply. 

For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Section  III,  (C)  Attendance,  below)  all  special 
meetings  constitute  a regular  meeting. 

(D)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order 

The  following  rules  hereby  govern  the  Commission’s  quorum  and  voting  procedure  at 
Youth  Commission  meetings: 

(a)  Quorum  shall  consist  of  a majority  of  the  Commission’s  17  members  (i.e.,  9 
commissioners). 

(b)  Quorum  is  needed  to  begin  a Commission  meeting  and  to  pass  any  motion, 
unless  otherwise  noted. 

(c)  Abstentions  are  only  permitted  if  there  is  a clear  conflict  of  interest  or  if  the 
particular  motion  refers  to  a matter  a Commissioner  would  not  be  in  position 
to  be  knowledgeable  of  (e.g.,  the  approval  of  minutes  from  a meeting  they  did 
not  attend). 

In  general,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  conduct  its  meetings  by  employing  the 
parliamentary  procedure  known  as  Rosenberg's  Rules  of  Order. 

(E)  Meeting  Agendas  & Minutes 

Any  commissioner  and  all  members  of  the  public  are  encouraged  to  request  that  items 
be  added  to  the  agenda.  The  Executive  Committee  (see  Section  V)  shall  meet  the 
Wednesday  prior  to  each  Youth  Commission  meeting  in  order  to  approve  the  agenda  for 
each  upcoming  meeting.  Ultimately,  the  Executive  Committee  has  the  authority  to 
determine  the  Commission's  agenda.  If  the  Executive  Committee  does  not  meet  the 
week  before  a regularly  scheduled  Commission  meeting,  the  Chairperson  shall  have  the 
power  to  determine  the  agenda  of  the  upcoming  Commission  meeting. 

Agendas  shall  be  posted  (on  the  Commission’s  website,  in  front  of  room  416,  and 
delivered  to  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library),  no  less  than  72  hours  before  each 
meeting  and  draft  minutes  shall  be  posted  no  more  than  48  business  hours  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  meeting  in  question. 

Article  IV  - Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 

(A)  Attendance 

The  Commission’s  attendance  policy  will  be  as  follows.  According  to  SEC  4.123  (c)  of 
the  Charter: 

"Any  member  whom  the  Commission  certifies  to  have  missed  three  regularly 
scheduled  meetings  of  the  Commission  in  any  six  month  period  without  prior 
authorization  of  the  Commission  shall  be  deemed  to  have  resigned  from  the 
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Commission  effective  on  the  date  of  the  written  certification  from  the 
Commission.” 

“Missing”  a meeting  means  any  of  the  following:  being  absent  at  a meeting;  arriving  any 
time  after  quorum  is  called;  leaving  any  time  before  a meeting  is  adjourned;  leaving  the 
Commission  meeting  room  during  a meeting  for  more  than  15  minutes  at  any  time. 

To  authorize  an  absence  after  a Commission  meeting,  the  member  seeking 
authorization  must  inform  staff  as  to  the  general  reason  for  his/her/their  absence  within 
two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  unless  the  member  can  show  undue  hardship  in 
contacting  the  staff  within  that  period.  If  a member  seeking  authorization  contacts  staff 
within  two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  at  the  next  Commission  meeting  the 
Executive  Committee  will  make  a recommendation  on  authorization  of  the  absence  to 
the  full  Commission.  The  full  Commission  shall  have  the  authority  to  authorize  an 
absence  by  simple  majority  vote. 

The  Commission  shall  not  have  the  power  to  authorize  more  than  3 absences  per 
member  per  term.  If  an  absence  is  not  authorized  by  the  Commission,  that  absence 
hereby  counts  as  a “missed”  meeting. 

(B)  Resignation 

After  a Commissioner  has  been  found  to  have  missed  3 meetings,  Commission  staff 
shall  prepare  a written  resignation  form  to  be  voted  on  by  the  full  Commission  at  the  next 
full  Commission  meeting.  Only  by  supermajority  vote  shall  the  full  Commission  have  the 
power  to  not  certify  such  a Commissioner's  resignation. 

(C)  Leaves  of  Absence 

A Commissioner  may  request  a leave  of  absence,  for  any  reason,  of  not  more  than  3 
regular  Commission  meetings  by  submitting  a written  request  to  the  Executive 
Committee  by  the  Wednesday  before  a regular  Commission  meeting.  The  full 
Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  consider  and  grant  a leave  of  absence. 

Article  V - Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 

(A)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Executive  Officers 

In  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the  Commission’s  work 
of  fulfilling  its  Chartered  purpose  and  duties,  the  Commission  shall  have  the  following 
elected  officers,  who  together  shall  constitute  the  Executive  Committee:  one 
Chairperson,  one  Vice  Chairperson,  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  and  a 
Communications  & Outreach  Officer. 

These  officer  positions  are  not  purely  celebratory;  being  elected  to  them  does  not 
constitute  any  kind  of  victory-in-itself.  Rather,  the  purpose  of  these  positions  is  to  aide  in 
the  work  of  the  Commission — and  not  to  advance  the  personal  interests,  positions  and 
desires  of  the  individuals  elected  to  serve  in  these  positions. 

In  other  words:  officers  serve  the  entire  Commission — and  not  the  other  way  around. 

( B ) Executive  Officer  Positions  & Duties 
The  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  Facilitate  Commission  meetings  by  upholding  and  enforcing  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Order  and  these  Bylaws; 
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ii.  Motivate  and  encourage  the  active  and  engaged  participation  of  all 
commissioners  (and  members  of  the  public)  at  meetings  by  being  fair, 
encouraging,  positive  and  resisting  expressing  her/his/their  own 
opinion  on  an  item  until  the  end  of  discussion; 

iii.  Meet  with  Commission  staff  weekly  to  discuss  Commission  business; 

iv.  Be  the  spokesperson  for  the  Commission  and,  with  the  other  officers, 
co-coordinate  community  outreach  and  educational  material, 
commissioner  testimony  at  legislative  hearings,  and  media  and  public 
relations; 

v.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Vice  Chairperson; 

vi.  Schedule  or  cancel  Commission  meetings;  and 

vii.  Have  a flexible  schedule  with  free  time  during  the  day  in  order  to 
conduct  all  of  these  duties. 

The  Vice  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  If  the  Chair  is  not  present,  facilitate  Commission  meetings; 

ii.  Facilitate  Executive  Committee  meetings; 

iii.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Chairperson; 

iv.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events;  and 

v.  Working  with  the  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  coordinate  commissioner 
and  other  youth  testimony  at  legislative  hearings. 

The  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  shall: 

i.  Serve  as  the  point  people  on  receiving,  monitoring,  and  reporting 
pending  legislation  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  the  Commission; 

ii.  Monitor  Board  of  Supervisors’  agendas  and  hearing  schedules  for 
pending  legislation; 

iii.  Ensure  that  pending  legislation  that  will  be  referred  to  the  full 
Commission  for  comment  and  recommendation  is  considered 
separately  and  beforehand  by  the  appropriate  Youth  Commission 
committee; 

iv.  Ensure  commissioners  build  relationships  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  meeting  about  upcoming  legislation  and 
ongoing  Youth  Commission  policy  work; 

v.  Regularly  check  in  with  fellow  commissioners  to  make  sure 
commissioners  are  meeting  with  their  appointing  officers  regarding 
pending  legislation; 

vi.  Solicit  interest  and  participation  of  Commissioners  in  giving  testimony 
at  public  hearings;  and 

vii.  Attend  Board  of  Supervisors  meetings,  if  possible. 

The  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  shall: 

i.  Working  with  staff,  develop  an  annual  outreach  pian  for  the 
Commission  and  present  the  plan  for  approval  to  Commission  and 
coordinate  assignment  of  responsibility; 

ii.  Ensure  that  commissioners  are  attending  meetings  with  youth  and 
other  community  members  each  month; 
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iii.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events; 

iv.  Working  with  staff,  maintain  a strategic,  professional  and  active 
presence  on  the  Youth  Commission’s  Facebook  and  Twitter  accounts; 
and 

v.  Help  develop  and  disseminate  media  messages  (talking  points,  press 
releases,  etc.)  for  each  community,  government  or  other  event  in 
which  the  Commission  (as  a full  body  or  as  a committee)  is  involved 

(C)  Executive  Officer  Time  Commitments,  Accountability  and  Removal 

Election  to  any  of  the  above-named  five  officer  positions  requires  a Commissioner  to 
devote  at  minimum  2 more  hours  a week  to  work  on  the  Youth  Commission  on  top  ofthe 
15  hour  per  month  commitment  required  of  all  other  commissioners,  except  for  the 
position  of  Chairperson,  who  shall  be  required  to  devote  at  minimum  3 more  hours. 

In  order  for  Executive  Officers  to  be  accountable  to  the  entire  Commission,  the 
Executive  Committee  shall  prepare  a brief  report  of  its  activities  to  be  shared  at  each 
regular  Commission  meeting.  Commissioners  are  encouraged  to  ask  questions  and  refer 
to  these  Bylaws  in  order  to  keep  officers  accountable  for  their  work. 

Any  Executive  Officer  may  be  removed  from  any  position  at  any  full  Commission 
meeting  by  a supermajority  vote  of  the  Commission,  provided  that  the  item  has  been 
duly  noticed. 

No  Commissioner  shall  serve  in  more  than  one  Executive  Officer  position  at  a time. 

(D)  Executive  Officer  Elections 

The  election  of  Executive  Officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  first  Commission  meeting  of 
the  term  as  follows;  Commissioners  may  nominate  themselves  or  another  Commissioner 
for  any  officer  position,  except  for  Chairperson  and  Vice  Chairperson,  for  which  a 
Commissioner  cannot  nominate  oneself.  Commissioners  nominated  by  others  are 
allowed  to  decline  nominations. 

After  all  the  nominations  are  made,  each  Commissioner  who  has  accepted  a nomination 
of  the  position-in-question  will  have  60  seconds  to  share  a statement  regarding  why  she 
or  he  would  like  to  be  elected  to  said  position  . 

After  each  Commissioner  has  made  this  statement  of  up  to  60  seconds,  his/her/their 
colleagues  may  ask  questions  (of  up  to  60  seconds  each)  of  each  Commissioner 
running  for  executive  office,  who  will  have  up  to  60  seconds  to  respond.  Each 
Commissioner  is  limited  to  one  question  of  each  candidate  for  executive  office 

After  the  question-and-answer  session  has  concluded,  by  roll  call  vote,  officers  shall  be 
elected.  If  no  candidate  attains  nine  votes,  the  candidate  with  the  lowest  number  of 
votes  shall  be  eliminated  and  there  will  be  another  roll  call  vote.  This  process  shall 
repeat  itself  until  each  officer  position  is  filled. 

Article  VI  -Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 

(A)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Committees 

Committees  exist  in  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the 
Commission's  work  of  fulfilling  its  Charter-mandated  purpose  and  duties.  The 
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Commission  shall  have  an  Executive  Committee  and  the  following  standing  committees: 
Education  (held  jointly  with  representatives  of  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
Student  Advisory  Council);  Youth  Employment;  Youth  Justice;  and  Housing,  Lesbian, 
Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning  (LGBTQ)  and  Transitional  Age  Youth 
(TAY)  Issues. 

(B)  Responsibility,  Authority  and  Meeting  Time  of  Executive  Committee 

The  Executive  Committee  has  the  following  responsibilities  and  authorities:  approving 
Commission  meeting  agendas  on  the  Wednesday  before  each  regularly  scheduled 
Monday  full  Commission  meeting;  preparing  commissioners  for  discussion  of  legislation 
referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  regularly  discussing  and  proposing  solutions  for 
issues  raised  by  other  committee  members  or  individual  commissioners;  and 
Commission  legislation. 

(C)  Responsibility,  Authority,  Membership,  Chairpersonship  and  Meeting  Time  of 
Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 

The  Commission’s  other  committees  (i.e.,  non-Executive)  are  responsible  for  meeting 
with  City  and  school  district  officials,  community  members,  organizations  and  advocates, 
for  conducting  research  and  investigation,  and  for  developing  legislation  and  policy 
under  their  general  subject  matter  jurisdiction. 

It  is  encouraged  that  in  addition  to  Commissioners  themselves,  Commission  committees 
include  other  young  members  (ages  12-23  especially)  who  are  not  Commissioners. 

Commission  committees  (non-Executive)  shall  operate  according  to  Section  III — 
Membership  and  Meetings,  (B3)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order,  of  these 
Bylaws.  These  committees  shall  establish  their  own  regular  meeting  date  and  time. 

Committees  shall  elect  a Chairperson  at  their  first  official  meeting,  by  any  procedure  the 
committee  members  deem  appropriate.  The  Chairperson  must  be  a Commissioner, 
except  for  the  Joint  Education  Committee. 

The  Executive  Committee  of  the  Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  and 
create  standing-issue  based  committees  by  simple  majority  vote. 

(D)  Special  Supercommittees  and  Youth  Commission  Participation  in  Outside  Bodies: 
Youth  Advisory  Council;  Youth  Employment  Committee  and  the  City’s  Youth  Council; 
Youth  Justice  Committee  and  the  City's  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating  Council 

The  Commission’s  Executive  Committee,  by  simple  majority  vote,  shall  designate  which 
2 Youth  Commissioners  will  serve  on  the  City’s  Youth  Advisory  Council,  which  serves  as 
the  in-house  youth  advisory  body  to  the  City’s  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  their 
Families.  (The  2 Commissioners  serving  as  the  Commission’s  representatives  on  the 
Youth  Advisory  Council  may  not  simultaneously  serve  as  Executive  Officers  or  as  the 
elected  officers  of  any  other  Commission  Committee.) 

The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City’s  Youth  Council,  a committee  of  the 
Workforce  Investment  San  Francisco  Board,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and 
positions  taken  by  the  Youth  Employment  Committee. 
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The  Youth  Commission's  participation  in  the  City’s  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating 
Council,  a state-mandated  local  body,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and  positions 
taken  by  the  Youth  Justice  Committee. 

Article  VII  - Commission  Core  Values 

The  work  of  the  entire  Commission  is  guided  by  belief  in  the  following  core  values: 

• The  best  work  is  done  in  a manner  that  is  respectful,  inclusive  and  honest; 

• A better  world  for  all  young  people  is  possible; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  supports  the  safety,  well  being  and  positive 
enrichment  of  all  young  people; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  where  safety  and  justice,  adequate  housing, 
sufficient  health  care,  and  superlative  education  are  the  right  of  all  young  people; 
and 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  is  all  inclusive,  diverse,  loving,  and  kind. 

The  Commission  believes  that  young  people  have  the  knowledge  and  power  necessary 
to  create  the  world  described  above,  and  believes  that  our  role  as  the  voice  of  young 
people  in  San  Francisco  is  to  respectfully  represent  our  communities  to  the  best  of  our 
abilities. 

Article  VIII-  Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 

Resources 

{A)  Staff  Role 

Commission  staff  is  responsible  for  assisting  the  Commissioners  in  fulfilling  their 
Chartered  duties  and,  in  particular,  to  assure  the  day-to-day  functioning  of  the 
Commission.  Staff  shall  also  enforce  these  Bylaws  and  other  adopted  Youth 
Commission  policies  and  procedures. 

Staff  shall  support  the  Commission  in  the  following  ways:  training  Commissioners  in  the 
structure  of  City  government,  the  legislative  and  budget  processes,  public  speaking  and 
public  policy,  diversity  and  difference,  and  other  topics  of  interest  as  they  arise;  assisting 
in  the  drafting  of  legislation  and  other  Commission  documents;  speaking  with  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Commission  at  community  and  government  meetings;  assuring  compliance 
with  all  local,  state  and  federal  public  meeting  and  record  retention  policies;  and 
facilitating  the  Commission’s  (and  individual  Commissioners')  relationships  with  City  and 
school  district  officials,  community  organizations  and  advocates,  and  other  young 
people.  Staff  shall,  in  general,  work  40  hour  week. 

(B)  Staff  Mission,  Vision  & Accountability 
Commission  staff  believes: 

• That  the  Youth  Commission  must  positively  impact  the  communities  of  San 
Francisco  by  engaging,  enabling,  and  bringing  to  the  forefront  of  legislative  and 
policy  debates  the  compelling  voices  of  San  Francisco’s  youth; 

• In  the  presence  and  active  roles  of  young  people  in  government— locally  and 
beyond;  and 

• In  being  truthful  and  respectful  to  ourselves,  our  commissioners,  our  colleagues 
in  the  community  and  government,  and  the  youth  in  the  many  communities  of 
San  Francisco. 

The  work  of  Commission  staff  is  guided  by  a vision  in  which  staff  works  to: 
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• Create  and  maintain  a safe,  productive,  upbeat  and  fun  space  at  the  Commission 
in  which  respectful,  supportive,  open,  and  honest  relationships  amongst 
Commissioners  and  Staff  can  develop,  change  and  thrive; 

• Develop  the  leadership  abilities,  communication  skills,  knowledge  of  the 
fundamentals  of  City  government,  the  budget,  legislative  processes  and 
parliamentary  procedure,  and  socio-emotional  intelligence  of  our  Commissioners 
and  other  young  people,  in  order  to  ensure  active,  effective  youth  participation  in 
San  Francisco  City  government; 

• Collaborate  with  community  members,  organizations,  and  schools;  and 

• Honestly  share  our  insight,  history,  and  vision  in  order  to  provide  the  best 
possible  experience  for  all  Commissioners,  while  maintaining  a commitment  to 
our  Commissioners  that  the  institution  truly  be — with  respect  to  its  policy  direction 
and  culture — a youth  led  institution. 

Commission  staff  works  to  be  accountable  to  Commissioners  by: 

• Being  forthright,  communicative,  honest  and  direct  with  Commissioners  about  our 
work  as  staff,  including:  sharing  and  explaining  what  we  do  during  the  work  day; 
introducing  Commissioners  to  as  many  policies,  procedures,  City  departments, 
organizations,  books  and  individuals  as  Commissioners  would  like; 

• Being  direct  and  communicative  with  Commissioners  about  our  expectations  for 
their  work— including  its  relative  quality,  quantity  and  positive  spirit;  and 

• Seeking  feedback  (both  formally  and  informally)  from  Commissioners  regarding 
their  expectations  and  opinions  of  staff  work. 

(C)  Office  Resources 

The  Youth  Commission  Office,  room  345  of  City  Hall,  shall  be  open,  in  general,  from 
9am  to  6pm  on  regular  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  work  days.  Staff  reserves  the 
right  to  close  the  office  for  1 hour  at  lunch,  and  to  modify  this  schedule  based  on  other 
hours  worked  by  staff. 

The  three  non-staff  computers  and  three  non-staff  phones,  along  with  mailboxes  for 
each  of  the  Commission’s  17  members,  are  available  for  Commissioners  to  use  only  for 
their  official  work  as  Commissioners. 

For  purposes  of  safety  and  oversight,  Commissioners  may  only  use  the  office  if  a staff 
person  is  present. 

Article  IX-  Legislation 

(A)  Types  of  Legislation  & Tracking  System 

The  Commission  shall  have  three  types  of  legislation:  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor; 
Action  Legislation;  and  Resolutions  of  Commendation. 

The  Commission  shall  maintain  the  following  format  for  tracking  its  legislative  work:  each 
document  will  begin  with  a shorthand  for  the  current  2012-2013  fiscal  year  (i.e.,  "1213’’), 
followed  by  a dash  (i.e.,  ” — ”)  followed  by  the  number  that  the  document  is  in  the  line  of 
introduced  legislation  for  that  fiscal  year  (e.g.,  if  the  document  is  the  fourth  piece  of 
legislation  introduced  this  year,  then  "4”)  followed  by  another  dash  (i.e.,  and  the 
shortened  title  of  the  legislation. 

(B)  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  (RBM) 


9 


Adopted  by  full  Youth  Commission 
October  1,  2012 

Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  are  official  responses  to  pieces  of  legislation  referred 
from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  under  Charter  SEC  4.124.  The  substance  and  content  of 
these  Reports  are  developed  through  conversation,  on  the  public  record,  at  Commission 
meetings  where  the  Commission  takes  a position  on  a piece  of  legislation  referred.  The 
Legislative  Affairs  Officers  and  staff  are  vested  with  the  authority  to  type  up  these 
Reports  and  the  responsibility  to  deliver  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayors  Office. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Reports  to  the  Board  shall  only  be  considered  once 
by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

(C)  Action  Legislation  (AL) 

Action  Legislation  consists  of  written  communications  that  suggest  a change  in  policy  or 
administrative  practice,  or  formally  support  a campaign,  organization  or  event.  This  can 
take  the  form  of  resolutions,  endorsements,  policy  reports  or  statements.  If  there  is  no 
physical  legislation — such  as  voting  to  support  an  event — a copy  of  the  motion  will 
double  as  a resolution  and  be  placed  into  the  legislative  record. 

Resolutions  shall  normally  be  considered  twice  by  the  full  Commission  before  being 
adopted.  In  extraordinary  situations,  the  Commission  may  by  simple  majority  vote  motion 
to  suspend  this  rule  and  take  action  on  a resolution  on  its  first  reading 

(D)  Resolutions  of  Commendation  (RC) 

Resolutions  of  Commendation  officially  recognize  the  work  of  an  individual,  organization 
or  an  organized  effort. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Resolutions  of  Commendation  shall  only  be 
considered  once  by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

Article  X - Amendments  to  Bylaws 

The  Commission  can  create,  repeal,  amend,  or  reword  bylaws  with  a majority  vote  of  the 
full  Commission.  Changes  made  to  the  bylaws  must  be  placed  on  the  agenda  and  be 
noticed  according  to  all  applicable  public  meeting  laws. 


YOUTH  COMMISSION  CHAIRPERSON,  2012-2013 
OCTOBER  1,2012 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  Minutes 
Monday,  October  15, 2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Pi. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

y PUBLIC  L or  RY 

Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos. 

Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Pricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 


GOVER 

DOCUMEI 


ENT 


NOV  - 5 2012 
SAN  FRANCISCO 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Chairperson  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:15pm. 

The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion, 
Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Iris  Alejandra  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh, 
Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez  (arrived  at  5:18  pm),  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Nicholas 
Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Vanessa  Warri,  Eric  Wu,  and  Ariel  Yu.  Staff 
present:  Phimy  Truong. 

There  was  quorum. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  October  1,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Yu,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to  the 
meeting  of  October  1 , 2012.  The  minutes  were  approved  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 
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7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All4iems  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [BOS  file  no.  120997]  Ordinance  appropriating  $3,000,000  of  State  Reserves  for  the  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District  for  FY  2012-2013.  (Kim;  Campos,  Mar,  Avalos  and 
Olague) 

Presenter:  Office  of  Supervisor  Jane  Kim;  and  Sandra  Lee  Fewer,  Commissioner,  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Education 
(Documents  B,C,  and  D) 

Chairperson  Shackelford  called  this  item  out  of  order,  as  Supervisor  Jane  Kim  and 
Board  of  Education  Commissioner  Sandra  Lee  Fewer  were  ready  to  present  to  the 
Youth  Commission.  As  this  was  the  first  legislation  referred  to  the  Youth  Commission 
this  year,  Chairperson  Shackelford  laid  out  the  format  for  this  item,  which  is  to  start  with 
a presentation  from  Supervisor  Kim  and  Commissioner  Fewer,  after  which 
commissioners  can  discuss  the  item  and  ask  questions,  there  will  then  be  time  to  hear 
from  the  public,  then  the  Commission  can  make  a motion  to  support  or  not  support  the 
item.  Chairperson  Shackelford  then  spoke  about  the  importance  of  Youth 
Commissioners’  role  in  providing  comment  and  recommendation  on  legislation  affecting 
youth. 

Supervisor  Kim  of  District  6,  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  work,  and  then 
provided  context  for  her  proposal  to  appropriate  $3  million  of  state  reserves  for  the  San 
Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  for  fiscal  year  2012-2013.  Supervisor  Kim 
explained  that  this  legislation  was  introduced  on  October  9th,  and  she  was  not  going  to 
ask  to  waive  the  30  day  rule,  so  that  she  can  get  as  much  input  as  possible  from  the 
public.  Supervisor  Kim  asked  for  the  Youth  Commission’s  support  on  this  legislation. 

Board  of  Education  Commissioner  Fewer  then  provided  an  overview  of  the  SFUSD,  and 
went  over  a presentation  outlining  the  district’s  strategic  plan  and  discussion  on  equity 
and  access.  Commissioner  Fewer  spoke  about  the  need  for  funding  to  go  towards  after 
school  programs  and  credit  recovery  options  for  students.  Credit  recovery  options 
includes  additional  opportunities  for  summer  school,  tutoring  sessions,  after  school 
programs  that  work  with  off  track  students,  and  additional  resources.  Commissioner 
Fewer  thanked  Supervisor  Kim’s  office  for  their  work  on  the  legislation,  and  asked  the 
Youth  Commission  for  their  support  in  the  legislation. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions.  Board  of  Education  Commissioner  Hydra 
Mendoza  then  introduced  herself  to  the  Youth  Commission,  and  asked  for  their  support 
in  reaching  out  to  their  supervisors  to  get  their  support  on  this  legislation.  Chairperson 
Shackelford  thanked  Supervisor  Kim,  Commissioner  Fewer,  and  Commissioner 
Mendoza  for  their  time  and  presentation. 

Public  Comment 

Richard  Lee,  President  of  the  Student  Advisory  Council,  expressed  support  for  the 
legislation. 

Windy  Ly,  Student  Advisory  Council  representative,  spoke  to  Commissioner’s  question 
around  the  SAC's  support.  Ms.  Ly  expressed  that  there  are  SAC  representatives  on  the 
joint  SAC/YC  Education  committee  working  on  the  achievement  gap  issue  and  hopes 
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that  Commissioner  Carrion  can  be  supportive  of  the  collaborative  efforts. 

Commissioners  discussed  at  length  the  importance  of  supporting  student’s  access  to 
credit  recovery  options,  and  looking  at  long  term  solutions  to  aid  student’s  success  in 
credit  recovery  programs  and  reducing  the  achievement  gap. 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to 
support  this  proposed  ordinance  to  appropriate  $3,000,000  of  State  Reserves  for  the 
SFUSD  for  FY  2012-2013.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes 
(17)-Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau, 

Warri,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and  Administration,  Phimy  Truong,  provided  some 
programmatic  updates  to  commissioners.  Commissioners  who  were  enrolled  in  health 
benefits  need  to  fill  out  an  electronic  enrollment  application.  Ms.  Truong  would  be  emailing 
commissioners  the  link  as  soon  as  she  receives  it  from  DHR.  The  Tenderloin  Housing 
Clinic’s  youth  program  coordinator  will  be  bringing  21  youth  to  City  Hall  on  Friday,  October 
19th.  Commissioners  Shackelford,  Persky,  Warri,  and  Huynh  will  be  leading  a Youth 
Commission  101  presentation  to  these  youth. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Legislative  Affairs  officers  Brodwin  and  Monge-Rodriguez  gave  an  update  regarding  the 
commission’s  legislative  work.  Commissioner  Brodwin  stated  that  she  and  her  colleagues  on 
the  Education  committee  would  be  working  to  support  Supervisor  Kim’s  legislation  referred. 
Brodwin  also  stated  that  she  and  her  fellow  Legislative  Affairs  officer  Monge-Rodriguez 
would  be  working  on  a response  with  comment  and  recommendation  from  the  Youth 
Commission  to  Supervisor  Kim's  legislation.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  then  updated 
his  peers  on  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  work.  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission’s 
Programming  and  Allocations  committee  recently  approved  a proposal  that  could  provide 
funding  for  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  program.  The  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
will  have  a full  vote  on  this  new  proposal  on  October  24th.  Commissioners  interested  in 
attending  any  upcoming  free  MUNI  for  youth  events  should  get  in  contact  with 
Commissioners  Monge-Rodriguez  and  Persky. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-04 — Youth  Commission  Sponsorship  of  Youth 
Advocacy  Day  201 3 

Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Kyron  Covington 
(Document  F) 
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Chairperson  Shackelford  called  Item  9B  out  of  order,  and  welcomed  Naiad  Abraham  an, 
Youth  Leadership  and  Advocacy  Coordinator  from  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth, 
and  their  Families’  Youth  Empowerment  Fund. 


Ms.  Abrahamian  then  gave  an  overview  of  Youth  Advocacy  Day  and  explained  the 
importance  of  bringing  youth  voice  to  city  government.  Youth  Advocacy  Day  is  a youth 
led  event  set  for  March  20,  2013.  The  Youth  Commission  has  always  been  a strong 
partner  in  the  past,  volunteering  to  be  in  planning  meetings  and  to  be  youth  leaders  on 
the  day  of  the  event.  Ms.  Abrahamian  thanked  the  Youth  Commission  for  their  work,  and 
requested  to  have  the  commission  co-sponsor  the  event. 

Commissioners  Covington  and  Armstrong  then  provided  some  information  about  their 
participation  at  the  last  Youth  Advocacy  Day,  and  expressed  the  importance  of  being 
youth  leaders.  Commissioner  Covington  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Covington  urged  his  peers  to  suspend  the  bylaws  and  adopt  the 
resolution  upon  first  reading,  as  he  would  like  to  aid  Ms.  Abrahamian  in  sending  out 
invitations  to  official  as  soon  as  possible. 

Commissioner  Covington,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to 
suspend  the  bylaws  and  consider  this  resolution  on  its  first  reading.  This  motion  was 
approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (17)  - Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu, 
Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu 
Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Warri,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

Commissioner  Yu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to  adopt  the  resolution. 
This  motion  was  adopted  unanimously  by  the  following  roll  cal!  vote:  Ayes  (17)  - 
Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh, 
Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau, 

Warri,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

Commissioners  Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Covington,  Chu,  Guzman-Ramos,  Gomez,  Huynh, 
Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Tu  Mutch,  Wu,  and  Yu  all  expressed  interest  in  participating 
as  youth  leaders  on  Youth  Advocacy  Day. 

A.  (Second  Reading]  Resolution  1213— 02— Youth  Commission  Establishment  of  SF  Youth 
of  the  Year  Awards  and  Award  Ceremony 
Presenter  and  sponsor:  Commissioner  Rachel  Brodwin 
(Document  E) 

Commissioner  Brodwin  provided  a brief  update  on  the  minor  changes  added  to  the 
resolution.  She  acknowledged  the  concerns  raised  by  commissioners  at  the  first  reading, 
and  explained  the  change  of  the  ceremony  date  to  be  in  spring  of  2013.  Commissioner 
Brodwin  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 


There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Warri,  moved  to  amend  the 
resolution  to  ensure  gender  neutral  language  by  including  “her/his/their"  throughout  the 


4 


document.  This  motion  was  passed  based  on  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (17)  - 
Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh, 
Marshali-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau, 

Warri,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

Commissioner  Marshali-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Armstrong,  moved  to  adopt 
the  resolution  as  amended.  This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote: 

Ayes  (17)  - Armstrong,  Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos, 
Huynh,  Marshali-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford, 
Taumoepeau,  Warri,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

C.  Possible  revision  to  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  Bylaws 
Presenters:  Youth  Commission  staff 
(Document  G) 

Commissioner  Shackelford  explained  that  this  item  was  brought  back  to  the  full  Youth 
Commission  to  address  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos’  recommendation  to  add 
specific  language  about  outreach  to  the  bylaws. 

Commissioners  Guzman-Ramos  and  Warri  expressed  that  they  hadn’t  drafted  language 
around  this  yet.  Commissioner  Shackelford  suggested  that  commissioners  take  some 
time  at  the  meeting  to  discuss  and  write  language  for  commissioners  to  consider. 
Commissioners  then  had  a discussion  about  taking  more  time  to  work  on  the  language, 
as  there  were  other  commissioners  interested  in  working  on  this.  Commissioner  Monge- 
Rodriguez  suggested  that  commissioners  Guzman-Ramos  and  Warri  find  some  time  to 
work  on  the  amendment  and  bring  it  back  to  the  next  full  meeting. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Chu,  moved  to  table  this  item.  This 
motion  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

10.  Agenda  Feedback  and  Suggestion  Form  (Discussion  Only) 

Commissioner  Warri  explained  that  she  would  be  working  on  a suggestion  form  for 
commissioners  to  provide  input  on  community  outreach. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

11.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  October  31,  2012,  5:00pm-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Vice  Chair  Persky  updated  his  peers  on  the  Executive  Committee’s  work  on  producing  a 
forward  calendar  of  presentations  at  the  full  commission  meetings.  The  first  Bay  Area-wide 
Youth  Commission  planning  meeting  had  also  been  tentatively  set  for  Thursday,  December 
6,  2012.  Additional  information  would  be  provided  at  the  next  meeting. 

B.  Education  Committee;  next  meeting:  Wednesday,  October  17,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 
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Committee  Chair  Chu  clarified  questions  regarding  the  Education  committee's  work  on  the 
achievement  gap.  Chu  stated  that  the  committee  wiil  be  working  hard  on  supporting 
Supervisor  Kim’s  legislation  and  will  be  meeting  this  Wednesday  to  continue  assessing  the 
achievement  gap  data. 

C.  Employment  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  October  22,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Committee  Chair  Huynh  provided  her  peers  with  an  update  on  the  committee's  work  around 
evaluating  Summer  Jobs+.  The  committee  has  been  working  on  getting  feedback  from  youth 
employment  service  providers,  and  plan  on  working  on  a resolution  to  support  having  a 
Summer  Jobs+  annually, 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  ace 
Youth  Issues  Committee;  next  meeting:  Monday,  October  22,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City  Hall, 
room  345A 

Committee  Chair  Tu  Mutch  stated  that  the  committee  will  be  having  their  first  meeting  of  the 
month  on  October  22n<i  and  plans  on  discussing  her  work  around  the  12N  Administrative 
Code,  and  have  committee  members  look  at  affordable  housing  for  transitional  age  youth. 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee;  next  meeting:  Thursday,  October  25,  2012,  5:00-7:00pm,  City 
Hall,  room  345 

Committee  Chair  Carrion  provided  his  peers  with  an  update  on  his  meeting  with  Chief 
Siffermann.  The  committee  plans  on  continuing  to  work  on  getting  the  MOU  between  the 
SFUSD  and  SFPD  updated.  Carrion  also  asked  commissioners  to  read  the  recent  Bay 
Citizen  article  about  the  committee’s  work  on  the  outdoor  recreation  area  at  juvenile  hall 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Yu  provided  a brief  context  of  the  Youth  Advisory  Council,  and  her  role  in 
representing  the  Youth  Commission  there. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

12.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  Monday.  October  1,  2012 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  sick  and  had  to  miss  several  days  of  school, 
as  well  as  the  meeting  of  October  1st. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  authorize 
this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

13.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  announced  that  there  will  be  a “Queer  YO  mind"  conference  at  San 
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Francisco  State  University  on  October  26th  thru  October  28m' , 2012.  Commissioners  interested 
should  get  in  touch  with  her. 


Commissioner  Brodwin  announced  that  there  would  be  a Harvest  Festival  in  Noe  Valley  on 
October  27th,  2012,  and  encouraged  her  peers  to  attend. 


Commissioner  Shackelford  announced  that  the  Jewish  Community  Center  has  sponsored  a 
queer  Jewish  and  allies  event.  The  Contemporary  Jewish  Museum  will  also  be  hosting  a 40s 
themed  teen  soiree  in  November.  Anyone  interested  in  these  events  should  get  in  touch  with 
her. 


There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

14.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:20pm. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  November  5,  2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 

Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  October  15,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 


6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Update 

Presenters:  Matt  Poland,  Director  of  MatchBridge,  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area;  Glenn 
Eagleson,  Senior  Planner  & Policy  Analyst/Citywide  Lead  for  TAY  Services,  Department  of 
Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Memo  from  Executive  Committee  to  Youth  Commissioners,  “Forward  calendar  for  2012- 
2013  full  YC  meetings” 

Presenter:  Vice  Chair  Nicholas  Persky 
(Document  B) 
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B.  Possible  revision  to  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  bylaws 
(Document  C) 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

B.  Education  Committee 

C.  Employment  Committee 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  Age  - 
Youth  Issues  Committee 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  346 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City's  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 
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In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.yedidia@sfQOv.orQl  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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YOUTH  COMMISSION 
MEMORANDUM 

TO:  Members,  Youth  Commission 

FROM:  Members,  Executive  Committee,  Youth  Commission  (Commissioners  Persky, 

Shackelford,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Brodwin,  and  Warri) 

DATE:  November  5,  2012 

RE:  Tentative  Forward  Calendar  for  2012-2013  Full  Youth  Commission  Presentations 


Dear  Colleagues, 

When  you  chose  us  five  commissioners  to  be  on  the  Executive  Committee,  you 
received  a promise  that  we  would  consistently  be  held  accountable  for  maintaining 
constant  and  clear  communication  with  the  entire  Youth  Commission. 

You  may  remember  a number  of  weeks  ago,  when  Commissioner  Persky 
distributed  feedback  suggestion  forms,  we  asked  you  to  list  which  issues  you  wanted  to 
hear  about  the  most,  and  from  which  CBO’s  or  city  departments  you  would  like  to  hear 
from  as  well.  The  Summer  Jobs+  presentation  tonight  was  largely  due  to  the  high 
amount  of  responses  for  that  issue  on  the  aforementioned  surveys. 

From  other  feedback  on  the  forms,  the  Executive  Committee  has  created  the 
following  tentative  calendar  for  presentations  to  the  full  Youth  Commission.  These  are 
by  no  means  set  in  stone,  but  we  hope  to  give  you  an  idea  of  what  we  are  going  to  hear 
about  this  upcoming  year! 

11/5  - Summer  Jobs+  and  Youth  Workforce  Programs 
DCYF  & United  Way 

12/3  - District  Attorney  Re:  Youth  Initiatives 

DCYF  Prishni  Murillo  Re:  Youth  Reviewers  for  RFPs  (Request  for  Proposal) 

12/17 -Youth  Immigration  and  Undocumented  Youth  Issues 

CBOs  to  possibly  invite:  Carecen,  E4FC  (Educators  for  Fair  Consideration) 

1/7/13  - Environmental  Justice  and  Racism  Issues 
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CBOs  to  possibly  invite:  PODER 


1/12  and  1/13/2013  - Mid-Year  Retreat 
2/4/12  - Mental  Health  Services  for  Youth 

Possible  Invites:  Department  of  Public  Health,  Center  for  Excellence 
2/19/13  - Youth  LGBTQ  Issues 

Possible  Invites:  LGBT  Center,  API  Wellness,  City  of  Refuge,  Trans  Thrive,  Lyric 
3/4/13  - Affordable  Housing  Issues 

Possible  Invites:  Chinatown  Community  Development  Center,  Tenderloin  Housing  Clinic 

To  be  clear,  this  is  all  subject  to  change,  but  we  do  want  to  update  you  on  what 
we  will  be  hearing  about.  Please  talk  to  any  of  us  if  you  would  like  to  add  more  issues  or 
suggest  CBO’s  or  city  departments  to  add  to  this  list. 

In  conclusion,  we  hope  that  you  will  learn  from  ail  of  these  presentations. 

Listening  to  people  talk  usually  isn’t  how  you  advocate  and  make  change  for  youth  in 
San  Francisco,  but  it  is  the  knowledge  we  gain  from  these  presentations  and 
subsequent  conversations  that  allow  us  to  fulfill  our  chartered  duties  (see  Section 
4.124). 

The  purpose  of  the  Commission  is  to  collect  ail  information  relevant  to  advising  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  on  the  effects  of 
legislative  policies,  needs,  assessments,  priorities,  programs,  and  budgets  concerning  the  children  and  youth  of  San  Francisco. 
Before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  takes  final  action  on  any  matter  that  primarily  affects  children  and  youth  of  the  City  and  County,  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  refer  the  matter  to  the  Commission  for  comment  and  recommendation.  The  Commission 
shall  provide  any  response  it  deems  appropriate  within  12  days  of  the  date  the  Board  of  Supervisors  referred  the  matter  to  the 
Commission.  After  the  12  day  period  has  elapsed,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  act  on  the  matter  whether  or  not  the  Board  has 
received  a response.  This  referral  requirement  shall  not  apply  to  any  matter  where  immediate  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is 
necessary  to  protect  the  public  interest.  The  Commission  shall  have  the  following  duties  and  functions: 

(a)  Identify  the  concerns  and  needs  of  the  children  and  youth  of  San  Francisco;  examine  existing  social,  economic,  educational,  and 
recreational  programs  for  children  and  youth;  develop  and  propose  plans  that  support  or  improve  such  programs;  and  make 
recommendations  thereon  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors. 

(b)  Identify  the  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco's  children  and  youth  through  personal  contact  with  these  young  people,  school 
officials,  church  leaders,  and  others;  and  hold  public  forums  in  which  both  youth  and  adults  are  encouraged  to  participate. 

(c)  Elicit  the  interest,  support,  and  mutual  cooperation  of  private  groups  (such  as  fraternal  orders,  service  clubs,  associations, 
churches,  businesses,  and  youth  organizations)  and  City-wide  neighborhood  planning  collaborative  efforts  for  children,  youth  and 
families  that  Initiate  and  sponsor  recommendations  that  address  the  social,  economic,  educational,  and  recreational  needs  of 
children  and  youth  in  San  Francisco.  Advise  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  about  how  such  recommendations  could  be 
coordinated  in  the  community  to  eliminate  duplication  in  cost  and  effort. 

(d)  Advise  about  available  sources  of  governmental  and  private  funding  for  youth  programs. 

(e)  Submit  recommendations  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  about  juvenile  crime  prevention,  job  opportunities  for  youth, 
recreational  activities  for  teenagers,  opportunities  for  effective  participation  by  youth  In  the  governmental  process,  and  changes  in 
City  and  County  regulations  that  are  necessary  to  Improve  the  social,  economic,  educational,  and  recreational  advantages  of 
children  and  youth. 

(f)  Respond  to  requests  for  comment  and  recommendation  on  matters  referred  to  the  Commission  by  officers,  departments, 
agencies,  boards,  commissions  and  advisory  committees  of  the  City  and  County. 

(g)  Report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  the  activities,  goals,  and  accomplishments  of  the  Commission  by  July  1 of  each  calendar 
year,  effective  July  1, 1997. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
2012-2013  Bylaws 

Article  I Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

Article  II  Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 

Article  in  Membership  & Meetings 

Article  IV  Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 

Article  V Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 

Article  VI  Standing  Issue -Based  Committees 

Article  VII  Commission  Core  Values 

Article  VIII  Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 
Resources 
Article  IX  Legislation 

Article  X Amendments  to  Bylaws 


Article  I - Name,  Authorization  & Purpose 

(A)  Name 

The  Youth  Commission  (hereinafter  called  the  '‘Commission”)  was  established  by  a 1995 
amendment  to  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (SEC  4.122-4.125). 

(B)  Authorization 

The  Charter  provides  the  Commission  with  its  authorization. 

(C)  Purpose 

The  Charter  mandates  that  the  Commission  advise  both  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
the  Mayor  on  issues  relating  to  youth  and  children,  and  that  the  Commission  be  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Article  II  - Duties,  Activities  & Time  Commitment 
(A)  Duties 

In  order  to  fulfill  its  Charter-mandated  purpose,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  have  the 
following  duties: 

1 . Respond  to  legislation  referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  providing  the 
Board  and  the  Mayor  with  written  comments  and  recommendations  and  by 
sending  commissioners  to  speak  at  meetings  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  its 
committees  and  other  relevant  City  bodies; 

2.  Adopt  resolutions  that  recommend,  encourage  or  urge  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  to  take  certain  actions; 

3.  Regularly  meet  with  the  elected  officials  who  appointed  each  commissioner 
(and/or  their  aides),  so  as  to  develop  a relationship  with  these  officials  and  better 
advise  them  on  the  issues  affecting  children  and  youth  in  San  Francisco;  and 

4.  Monitor,  research,  investigate  and  analyze  the  budgets  and  programs  of  the 
various  departments  of  local  government  that  affect  the  children  and  youth  of 
San  Francisco— and  non-governmental  (not-for-profit  or  otherwise)  organizations 
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that  do  the  same — and  propose  a set  of  budget  priorities  (at  minimum  once  a 
year)  for  policymakers  to  bear  in  mind  when  developing  their  budgets  for  the 
subsequent  fiscal  year. 

(B)  Activities 

In  order  to  fulfill  the  above  4 duties,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  engage  in  the 
following  two  activities: 

1 . Identify  the  issues  and  unmet  needs  of  San  Francisco’s  young  people  by 
surveying,  questioning  and  developing  relationships  with  young  people 
themselves  and  adults  who  work  with  youth  at  recreation  centers,  social  service 
organizations,  after  school  programs,  religious  institutions,  and  any  other  kind  of 
community-based  organization  that  has  youth  members  or  serves  youth  in  some 
way;  and 

2.  Read,  research,  discuss  and  analyze  statistics,  reports,  surveys,  news  articles 
and  any  other  kind  of  data  relating  to  young  people  in  San  Francisco,  the  United 
States,  and  beyond. 

(C)  Time  Commitment 

As  per  the  Commission  Application  for  the  2012-2013  Term,  each  Commissioner  shall 
devote  at  minimum  15  hours  per  month  to  work  on  the  Commission.  Commission  staff 
shall  assist  Commissioners  in  tracking  and  cataloguing  their  time  and  work  on  the 
Commission. 

The  time  commitment  requirement  is  greater  for  Commissioners  elected  by  their 
colleagues  to  be  officers,  as  per  “Article  V — Officer  Positions,”  below. 

Article  III  - Membership  & Meetings 

(A)  Membership 

The  membership  of  the  Youth  Commission  shall  be  determined  by  SEC  4.123  (a)  of  the 
Charter: 

“The  Commission  shall  consist  of  seventeen  (17)  voting  members,  each  of  whom 
shall  be  between  the  ages  of  12  and  23  years  old  at  the  time  of  appointment.  Each 
member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  shall  appoint  one  member  to  the 
Commission.  The  Mayor  shall  appoint  five  (5)  members  from  underrepresented 
communities  to  ensure  that  the  Commission  represents  the  diversity  of  the  City. 
Commission  members  shall  serve  at  the  pleasure  of  their  appointing  authorities.” 

(B)  Regular  Meetings  & Mid  Year  Retreat 

In  order  to  conduct  its  business,  the  Commission  shall  regularly  meet  on  the  first  and 
third  Mondays  of  every  month  from  September  2012  through  June  2013,  unless  this  falls 
on  a holiday,  in  which  case  the  Commission  shall  meet  on  the  day  following  that  holiday 
(i.e.,  the  following  Tuesday).  Regular  meetings  shall  be  in  room  416  of  City  Hall  unless 
otherwise  noted  on  the  Youth  Commission  website  (www.sfgov.org/yc). 

Exceptions  include  September  2012  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  meet  only  on  the 
third  Monday  of  the  month)  and  January  2013  (in  which  the  Commission  shall  have  a 
regular  meeting  on  the  first  Monday  of  the  month  and  then  hold  a special  Mid  Year 
Retreat  on  January  19  and  20  at  a location  To  Be  Determined). 
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For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Article  IV— Attendance,  below)  the  Mid  Year 
Retreat  constitutes  a regular  meeting. 

(C)  Special  Meetings 

Under  the  Brown  Act,  the  Chairperson  or  a majority  of  the  Commission  have  the  power 
to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission.  In  addition,  the  Executive  Committee  shall 
also  have  the  power  to  call  a special  meeting  of  the  Commission,  if  a minimum  of  three 
Executive  Committee  members  vote  to  do  so.  For  a special  meeting,  an  agenda  and  72 
hours  notice  to  the  public  must  be  provided,  and  all  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of 
Order  below  apply. 

For  the  purposes  of  attendance  (see  Section  III,  (C)  Attendance,  below)  all  special 
meetings  constitute  a regular  meeting. 

(D)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order 

The  following  rules  hereby  govern  the  Commission’s  quorum  and  voting  procedure  at 
Youth  Commission  meetings: 

(a)  Quorum  shall  consist  of  a majority  of  the  Commission’s  17  members  (i.e.,  9 
commissioners). 

(b)  Quorum  is  needed  to  begin  a Commission  meeting  and  to  pass  any  motion, 
unless  otherwise  noted. 

(c)  Abstentions  are  only  permitted  if  there  is  a clear  conflict  of  interest  or  if  the 
particular  motion  refers  to  a matter  a Commissioner  would  not  be  in  position 
to  be  knowledgeable  of  (e.g.,  the  approval  of  minutes  from  a meeting  they  did 
not  attend). 

In  general,  the  Youth  Commission  shall  conduct  its  meetings  by  employing  the 
parliamentary  procedure  known  as  Rosenberg’s  Rules  of  Order. 

(E)  Meeting  Agendas  & Minutes 

Any  commissioner  and  all  members  of  the  public  are  encouraged  to  request  that  items 
be  added  to  the  agenda.  The  Executive  Committee  (see  Section  V)  shall  meet  the 
Wednesday  prior  to  each  Youth  Commission  meeting  in  order  to  approve  the  agenda  for 
each  upcoming  meeting.  Ultimately,  the  Executive  Committee  has  the  authority  to 
determine  the  Commission’s  agenda.  If  the  Executive  Committee  does  not  meet  the 
week  before  a regularly  scheduled  Commission  meeting,  the  Chairperson  shall  have  the 
power  to  determine  the  agenda  of  the  upcoming  Commission  meeting. 

Agendas  shall  be  posted  (on  the  Commission’s  website,  in  front  of  room  416,  and 
delivered  to  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library),  no  less  than  72  hours  before  each 
meeting  and  draft  minutes  shall  be  posted  no  more  than  48  business  hours  after  the 
conclusion  of  the  meeting  in  question. 

Article  IV  - Attendance,  Resignation  & Leaves  of  Absence 
(A)  Attendance 

The  Commission’s  attendance  policy  will  be  as  follows.  According  to  SEC  4.123  (c)  of 
the  Charter: 

“Any  member  whom  the  Commission  certifies  to  have  missed  three  regularly 
scheduled  meetings  of  the  Commission  in  any  six  month  period  without  prior 
authorization  of  the  Commission  shall  be  deemed  to  have  resigned  from  the 
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Commission  effective  on  the  date  of  the  written  certification  from  the 
Commission.” 

‘ Missing”  a meeting  means  any  of  the  following:  being  absent  at  a meeting;  arriving  any 
time  after  quorum  is  called;  leaving  any  time  before  a meeting  is  adjourned;  leaving  the 
Commission  meeting  room  during  a meeting  for  more  than  15  minutes  at  any  time. 

To  authorize  an  absence  after  a Commission  meeting,  the  member  seeking 
authorization  must  inform  staff  as  to  the  general  reason  for  his/her/their  absence  within 
two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  unless  the  member  can  show  undue  hardship  in 
contacting  the  staff  within  that  period.  If  a member  seeking  authorization  contacts  staff 
within  two  weeks  after  the  missed  meeting,  at  the  next  Commission  meeting  the 
Executive  Committee  will  make  a recommendation  on  authorization  of  the  absence  to 
the  full  Commission.  The  full  Commission  shall  have  the  authority  to  authorize  an 
absence  by  simple  majority  vote. 

The  Commission  shall  not  have  the  power  to  authorize  more  than  3 absences  per 
member  per  term.  If  an  absence  is  not  authorized  by  the  Commission,  that  absence 
hereby  counts  as  a “missed”  meeting. 

(B)  Resignation 

After  a Commissioner  has  been  found  to  have  missed  3 meetings,  Commission  staff 
shall  prepare  a written  resignation  form  to  be  voted  on  by  the  full  Commission  at  the  next 
full  Commission  meeting.  Only  by  supermajority  vote  shall  the  full  Commission  have  the 
power  to  not  certify  such  a Commissioner's  resignation. 

(C)  Leaves  of  Absence 

A Commissioner  may  request  a leave  of  absence,  for  any  reason,  of  not  more  than  3 
regular  Commission  meetings  by  submitting  a written  request  to  the  Executive 
Committee  by  the  Wednesday  before  a regular  Commission  meeting.  The  full 
Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  consider  and  grant  a leave  of  absence. 

Article  V - Executive  Committee  Officer  Positions 

(A)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Executive  Officers 

In  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the  Commission’s  work 
of  fulfilling  its  Chartered  purpose  and  duties,  the  Commission  shall  have  the  following 
elected  officers,  who  together  shall  constitute  the  Executive  Committee:  one 
Chairperson,  one  Vice  Chairperson,  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  and  a 
Communications  & Outreach  Officer. 

These  officer  positions  are  not  purely  celebratory;  being  elected  to  them  does  not 
constitute  any  kind  of  victory-in-itseif.  Rather,  the  purpose  of  these  positions  is  to  aide  in 
the  work  of  the  Commission — and  not  to  advance  the  personal  interests,  positions  and 
desires  of  the  individuals  elected  to  serve  in  these  positions. 

In  other  words:  officers  serve  the  entire  Commission — and  not  the  other  way  around. 

(B)  Executive  Officer  Positions  & Duties 
The  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  Facilitate  Commission  meetings  by  upholding  and  enforcing  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Order  and  these  Bylaws; 
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ii.  Motivate  and  encourage  the  active  and  engaged  participation  of  all 
commissioners  (and  members  of  the  public)  at  meetings  by  being  fair, 
encouraging,  positive  and  resisting  expressing  her/his/their  own 
opinion  on  an  item  until  the  end  of  discussion; 

iii.  Meet  with  Commission  staff  weekly  to  discuss  Commission  business; 

iv.  Be  the  spokesperson  for  the  Commission  and,  with  the  other  officers, 
co-coordinate  community  outreach  and  educational  material, 
commissioner  testimony  at  legislative  hearings,  and  media  and  public 
relations; 

v.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Vice  Chairperson; 

vi.  Schedule  or  cancel  Commission  meetings;  and 

vii.  Have  a flexible  schedule  with  free  time  during  the  day  in  order  to 
conduct  all  of  these  duties. 

The  Vice  Chairperson  shall: 

i.  If  the  Chair  is  not  present,  facilitate  Commission  meetings; 

ii.  Facilitate  Executive  Committee  meetings; 

iii.  Review  the  agenda  for  each  Commission  meeting  in  person  with  staff 
and  the  Chairperson; 

iv.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events;  and 

v.  Working  with  the  Legislative  Affairs  Officers,  coordinate  commissioner 
and  other  youth  testimony  at  legislative  hearings. 

The  two  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  shall: 

i.  Serve  as  the  point  people  on  receiving,  monitoring,  and  reporting 
pending  legislation  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  the  Commission; 

ii.  Monitor  Board  of  Supervisors’  agendas  and  hearing  schedules  for 
pending  legislation; 

iii.  Ensure  that  pending  legislation  that  will  be  referred  to  the  full 
Commission  for  comment  and  recommendation  is  considered 
separately  and  beforehand  by  the  appropriate  Youth  Commission 
committee; 

iv.  Ensure  commissioners  build  relationships  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  Mayor  by  meeting  about  upcoming  legislation  and 
ongoing  Youth  Commission  policy  work; 

v.  Regularly  check  in  with  fellow  commissioners  to  make  sure 
commissioners  are  meeting  with  their  appointing  officers  regarding 
pending  legislation; 

vi.  Solicit  interest  and  participation  of  Commissioners  in  giving  testimony 
at  public  hearings;  and 

vii.  Attend  Board  of  Supervisors  meetings,  if  possible. 

The  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer  shall: 

i.  Working  with  staff,  develop  an  annual  outreach  plan  for  the 
Commission  and  present  the  plan  for  approval  to  Commission  and 
coordinate  assignment  of  responsibility; 

ii.  Ensure  that  commissioners  are  attending  meetings  with  youth  and 
other  community  members  each  month; 


5 


Adopted  by  full  Youth  Commission 
October  1,  2012 

iii.  Coordinate  Commission  forums  and  Commission  presentations  at 
schools,  City  departments,  community  agencies,  and  events; 

iv.  Working  with  staff,  maintain  a strategic,  professional  and  active 
presence  on  the  Youth  Commission’s  Facebook  and  Twitter  accounts; 
and 

v.  Help  develop  and  disseminate  media  messages  (talking  points,  press 
releases,  etc.)  for  each  community,  government  or  other  event  in 
which  the  Commission  (as  a full  body  or  as  a committee)  is  involved. 

(C)  Executive  Officer  Time  Commitments,  Accountability  and  Removal 

Election  to  any  of  the  above-named  five  officer  positions  requires  a Commissioner  to 
devote  at  minimum  2 more  hours  a week  to  work  on  the  Youth  Commission  on  top  of  the 
15  hour  per  month  commitment  required  of  all  other  commissioners,  except  for  the 
position  of  Chairperson,  who  shall  be  required  to  devote  at  minimum  3 more  hours. 

In  order  for  Executive  Officers  to  be  accountable  to  the  entire  Commission,  the 
Executive  Committee  shall  prepare  a brief  report  of  its  activities  to  be  shared  at  each 
regular  Commission  meeting.  Commissioners  are  encouraged  to  ask  questions  and  refer 
to  these  Bylaws  in  order  to  keep  officers  accountable  for  their  work. 

Any  Executive  Officer  may  be  removed  from  any  position  at  any  full  Commission 
meeting  by  a supermajority  vote  of  the  Commission,  provided  that  the  item  has  been 
duly  noticed. 

No  Commissioner  shall  serve  in  more  than  one  Executive  Officer  position  at  a time. 

(D)  Executive  Officer  Elections 

The  election  of  Executive  Officers  shall  be  conducted  at  the  first  Commission  meeting  of 
the  term  as  follows:  Commissioners  may  nominate  themselves  or  another  Commissioner 
for  any  officer  position,  except  for  Chairperson  and  Vice  Chairperson,  for  which  a 
Commissioner  cannot  nominate  oneself.  Commissioners  nominated  by  others  are 
allowed  to  decline  nominations. 

After  all  the  nominations  are  made,  each  Commissioner  who  has  accepted  a nomination 
of  the  position-in-question  will  have  60  seconds  to  share  a statement  regarding  why  she 
or  he  would  like  to  be  elected  to  said  position  . 

After  each  Commissioner  has  made  this  statement  of  up  to  60  seconds,  his/her/their 
colleagues  may  ask  questions  (of  up  to  60  seconds  each)  of  each  Commissioner 
running  for  executive  office,  who  will  have  up  to  60  seconds  to  respond.  Each 
Commissioner  is  limited  to  one  question  of  each  candidate  for  executive  office 

After  the  question-and-answer  session  has  concluded,  by  roll  call  vote,  officers  shall  be 
elected.  If  no  candidate  attains  nine  votes,  the  candidate  with  the  lowest  number  of 
votes  shall  be  eliminated  and  there  will  be  another  roll  call  vote.  This  process  shall 
repeat  itself  until  each  officer  position  is  filled. 

Article  VI  -Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 
(A)  Names  & General  Purpose  of  Committees 

Committees  exist  in  order  to  aid  in  the  conduct,  efficiency,  productivity  and  joy  of  the 
Commission’s  work  of  fulfilling  its  Charter-mandated  purpose  and  duties.  The 
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Commission  shall  have  an  Executive  Committee  and  the  following  standing  committees 
Education  (held  jointly  with  representatives  of  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District 
Student  Advisory  Council);  Youth  Employment;  Youth  Justice;  and  Housing,  Lesbian, 
Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning  (LGBTQ)  and  Transitional  Age  Youth 
(TAY)  Issues. 

(B)  Responsibility,  Authority  and  Meeting  Time  of  Executive  Committee 

The  Executive  Committee  has  the  following  responsibilities  and  authorities:  approving 
Commission  meeting  agendas  on  the  Wednesday  before  each  regularly  scheduled 
Monday  full  Commission  meeting;  preparing  commissioners  for  discussion  of  legislation 
referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  regularly  discussing  and  proposing  solutions  for 
issues  raised  by  other  committee  members  or  individual  commissioners;  and 
Commission  legislation. 

(C)  Responsibility,  Authority,  Membership,  Chairpersonship  and  Meeting  Time  of 
Standing  Issue-Based  Committees 

The  Commission’s  other  committees  (i.e.,  non-Executive)  are  responsible  for  meeting 
with  City  and  school  district  officials,  community  members,  organizations  and  advocates, 
for  conducting  research  and  investigation,  and  for  developing  legislation  and  policy 
under  their  general  subject  matter  jurisdiction. 

It  is  encouraged  that  in  addition  to  Commissioners  themselves,  Commission  committees 
include  other  young  members  (ages  12-23  especially)  who  are  not  Commissioners. 

Commission  committees  (non-Executive)  shall  operate  according  to  Section  III — 
Membership  and  Meetings,  (B3)  Meeting  Procedures  and  Rules  of  Order,  of  these 
Bylaws.  These  committees  shall  establish  their  own  regular  meeting  date  and  time. 

Committees  shall  elect  a Chairperson  at  their  first  official  meeting,  by  any  procedure  the 
committee  members  deem  appropriate.  The  Chairperson  must  be  a Commissioner, 
except  for  the  Joint  Education  Committee. 

The  Executive  Committee  of  the  Commission  shall  have  the  power  to  dissolve  and 
create  standing-issue  based  committees  by  simple  majority  vote. 

(D)  Special  Supercommittees  and  Youth  Commission  Participation  in  Outside  Bodies: 
Youth  Advisory  Council;  Youth  Employment  Committee  and  the  City’s  Youth  Council; 
Youth  Justice  Committee  and  the  City’s  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating  Council 

The  Commission’s  Executive  Committee,  by  simple  majority  vote,  shall  designate  which 
2 Youth  Commissioners  will  serve  on  the  City's  Youth  Advisory  Council,  which  serves  as 
the  in-house  youth  advisory  body  to  the  City’s  Department  of  Children,  Youth  and  their 
Families.  (The  2 Commissioners  serving  as  the  Commission’s  representatives  on  the 
Youth  Advisory  Council  may  not  simultaneously  serve  as  Executive  Officers  or  as  the 
elected  officers  of  any  other  Commission  Committee.) 

The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City's  Youth  Council,  a committee  of  the 
Workforce  Investment  San  Francisco  Board,  shall  be  determined  by  the  votes  and 
positions  taken  by  the  Youth  Employment  Committee. 
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The  Youth  Commission’s  participation  in  the  City’s  Juvenile  Justice  Coordinating 
Council,  a state-mandated  local  body,  shail  be  determined  by  the  votes  and  positions 
taken  by  the  Youth  Justice  Committee. 

Article  VII  - Commission  Core  Values 

The  work  of  the  entire  Commission  is  guided  by  belief  in  the  following  core  values: 

• The  best  work  is  done  in  a manner  that  is  respectful,  inclusive  and  honest; 

• A better  world  for  all  young  people  is  possible; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  supports  the  safety,  well  being  and  positive 
enrichment  of  all  young  people; 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  where  safety  and  justice,  adequate  housing, 
sufficient  health  care,  and  superlative  education  are  the  right  of  all  young  people; 
and 

• Belief  in  working  towards  a world  that  is  all  inclusive,  diverse,  loving,  and  kind. 

The  Commission  believes  that  young  people  have  the  knowledge  and  power  necessary 
to  create  the  world  described  above,  and  believes  that  our  role  as  the  voice  of  young 
people  in  San  Francisco  is  to  respectfully  represent  our  communities  to  the  best  of  our 
abilities. 

Article  VIII-  Staff  Role,  Staff  Mission,  Vision  and  Accountability  & Office 
Resources 

(A)  Staff  Role 

Commission  staff  is  responsible  for  assisting  the  Commissioners  in  fulfilling  their 
Chartered  duties  and,  in  particular,  to  assure  the  day-to-day  functioning  of  the 
Commission.  Staff  shall  also  enforce  these  Bylaws  and  other  adopted  Youth 
Commission  policies  and  procedures. 

Staff  shall  support  the  Commission  in  the  following  ways:  training  Commissioners  in  the 
structure  of  City  government,  the  legislative  and  budget  processes,  public  speaking  and 
public  policy,  diversity  and  difference,  and  other  topics  of  interest  as  they  arise;  assisting 
in  the  drafting  of  legislation  and  other  Commission  documents;  speaking  with  or  on 
behalf  of  the  Commission  at  community  and  government  meetings;  assuring  compliance 
with  all  local,  state  and  federal  public  meeting  and  record  retention  policies;  and 
facilitating  the  Commission’s  (and  individual  Commissioners’)  relationships  with  City  and 
school  district  officials,  community  organizations  and  advocates,  and  other  young 
people.  Staff  shall,  in  general,  work  40  hour  week. 

(B)  Staff  Mission,  Vision  & Accountability 
Commission  staff  believes: 

• That  the  Youth  Commission  must  positively  impact  the  communities  of  San 
Francisco  by  engaging,  enabling,  and  bringing  to  the  forefront  of  legislative  and 
policy  debates  the  compelling  voices  of  San  Francisco’s  youth; 

• In  the  presence  and  active  roles  of  young  people  in  government— locally  and 
beyond;  and 

• In  being  truthful  and  respectful  to  ourselves,  our  commissioners,  our  colleagues 
in  the  community  and  government,  and  the  youth  in  the  many  communities  of 
San  Francisco. 

The  work  of  Commission  staff  is  guided  by  a vision  in  which  staff  works  to: 
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• Create  and  maintain  a safe,  productive,  upbeat  and  fun  space  at  the  Commission 
in  which  respectful,  supportive,  open,  and  honest  relationships  amongst 
Commissioners  and  Staff  can  develop,  change  and  thrive; 

• Develop  the  leadership  abilities,  communication  skills,  knowledge  of  the 
fundamentals  of  City  government,  the  budget,  legislative  processes  and 
parliamentary  procedure,  and  socio-emotional  intelligence  of  our  Commissioners 
and  other  young  people,  in  order  to  ensure  active,  effective  youth  participation  in 
San  Francisco  City  government; 

• Collaborate  with  community  members,  organizations,  and  schools;  and 

• Honestly  share  our  insight,  history,  and  vision  in  order  to  provide  the  best 
possible  experience  for  all  Commissioners,  while  maintaining  a commitment  to 
our  Commissioners  that  the  institution  truly  be — with  respect  to  its  policy  direction 
and  culture — a youth  led  institution. 

Commission  staff  works  to  be  accountable  to  Commissioners  by: 

• Being  forthright,  communicative,  honest  and  direct  with  Commissioners  about  our 
work  as  staff,  including:  sharing  and  explaining  what  we  do  during  the  work  day; 
introducing  Commissioners  to  as  many  policies,  procedures,  City  departments, 
organizations,  books  and  individuals  as  Commissioners  would  like; 

• Being  direct  and  communicative  with  Commissioners  about  our  expectations  for 
their  work — including  its  relative  quality,  quantity  and  positive  spirit;  and 

• Seeking  feedback  (both  formally  and  informally)  from  Commissioners  regarding 
their  expectations  and  opinions  of  staff  work. 

(C)  Office  Resources 

The  Youth  Commission  Office,  room  345  of  City  Hall,  shall  be  open,  in  general,  from 
9am  to  6pm  on  regular  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  work  days.  Staff  reserves  the 
right  to  close  the  office  for  1 hour  at  lunch,  and  to  modify  this  schedule  based  on  other 
hours  worked  by  staff. 

The  three  non-staff  computers  and  three  non-staff  phones,  along  with  mailboxes  for 
each  of  the  Commission’s  17  members,  are  available  for  Commissioners  to  use  only  for 
their  official  work  as  Commissioners. 

For  purposes  of  safety  and  oversight,  Commissioners  may  only  use  the  office  if  a staff 
person  is  present. 

Article  IX-  Legislation 

(A)  Types  of  Legislation  & Tracking  System 

The  Commission  shall  have  three  types  of  legislation:  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor; 
Action  Legislation;  and  Resolutions  of  Commendation. 

The  Commission  shall  maintain  the  following  format  for  tracking  its  legislative  work:  each 
document  will  begin  with  a shorthand  for  the  current  2012-2013  fiscal  year  (i.e.,  "1213”), 
followed  by  a dash  (i.e.,  “ — ”)  followed  by  the  number  that  the  document  is  in  the  line  of 
introduced  legislation  for  that  fiscal  year  (e.g.,  if  the  document  is  the  fourth  piece  of 
legislation  introduced  this  year,  then  “4”)  followed  by  another  dash  (i.e.,  “ — “)  and  the 
shortened  title  of  the  legislation. 

(B)  Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  (RBM) 
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Reports  to  the  Board  and  Mayor  are  official  responses  to  pieces  of  legislation  referred 
from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  under  Charter  SEC  4.124.  The  substance  and  content  of 
these  Reports  are  developed  through  conversation,  on  the  public  record,  at  Commission 
meetings  where  the  Commission  takes  a position  on  a piece  of  legislation  referred.  The 
Legislative  Affairs  Officers  and  staff  are  vested  with  the  authority  to  type  up  these 
Reports  and  the  responsibility  to  deliver  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor’s  Office. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Reports  to  the  Board  shall  only  be  considered  once 
by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

(C)  Action  Legislation  (AL) 

Action  Legislation  consists  of  written  communications  that  suggest  a change  in  policy  or 
administrative  practice,  or  formally  support  a campaign,  organization  or  event.  This  can 
take  the  form  of  resolutions,  endorsements,  policy  reports  or  statements.  If  there  is  no 
physical  legislation — such  as  voting  to  support  an  event — a copy  of  the  motion  will 
double  as  a resolution  and  be  placed  into  the  legislative  record. 

Resolutions  shall  normally  be  considered  twice  by  the  full  Commission  before  being 
adopted.  In  extraordinary  situations,  the  Commission  may  by  simple  majority  vote  motion 
to  suspend  this  rule  and  take  action  on  a resolution  on  its  first  reading. 

(D)  Resolutions  of  Commendation  (RC) 

Resolutions  of  Commendation  officially  recognize  the  work  of  an  individual,  organization 
or  an  organized  effort. 

Except  for  extraordinary  situations,  Resolutions  of  Commendation  shall  only  be 
considered  once  by  the  Commission  before  being  adopted. 

Article  X - Amendments  to  Bylaws 

The  Commission  can  create,  repeal,  amend,  or  reword  bylaws  with  a majority  vote  of  the 
full  Commission.  Changes  made  to  the  bylaws  must  be  placed  on  the  agenda  and  be 
noticed  according  to  all  applicable  public  meeting  laws. 


YOUTH  COMMISSION  CHAIRPERSON,  2012-2013 
OCTOBER  1,2012 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes 

Monday,  November  5,  2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 
There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item.  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Mia  Shackelford,  Chair  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairwoman  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:15  p.m. 

The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Rachel  Brodwin,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington, 

Iris  Alejandra  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch, 

Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Vanessa  Warri,  Eric  Wu,  and  Ariel  Yu. 
Commissioners  absent:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Ramon  Gomez,  and  Paul  Monge- 
Rodriguez.  Staff  present:  Phimy  Truong. 

There  was  quorum. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Chu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  October  15,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Yu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Warri,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to  the 
meeting  of  October  15,  2012.  The  minutes  were  approved  by  acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  were  none. 
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8.  Presentations  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Update 

Presenters:  Matt  Poland,  Director  of  MatchBridge,  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area;  Glenn 
Eagleson,  Senior  Planner  & Policy  Analyst/Citywide  Lead  for  TAY  Services,  Department  of 
Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families 

This  item  was  called  out  of  order. 

Chairwoman  Shackelford  gave  some  contextual  background  on  why  the  Youth  Commission  is 
receiving  an  update  on  SF  Summer  Jobs+  and  explained  the  youth  employment  committee’s 
work  on  summer  jobs  in  the  last  year.  Chairwoman  Shackelford  expressed  excitement  on 
hearing  an  update  on  SF  Summer  Jobs+,  and  then  welcomed  the  presenters  to  start  their 
update. 

Glenn  Eagleson,  Senior  Planner  & Policy  Analyst,  DCYF,  started  the  presentation  by  giving  a 
detailed  overview  of  the  Summer  Jobs+  initiative  on  the  federal  level,  Mayor  Lee’s  call  to  action 
of  the  initiative  here  in  San  Francisco,  the  major  players  involved  in  pushing  the  initiative,  and 
the  vast  job  opportunities  it  provided  for  youth.  Mr.  Eagleson  explained  the  challenge  of  starting 
such  a huge  initiative  in  a short  period  of  time,  and  commended  the  work  of  all  City 
Departments,  the  Mayor’s  Office,  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area,  the  San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District’s  Career  Technical  Education  program,  youth  employment  service  providers,  and 
youth  involved  in  launching  the  program.  Mr.  Eagleson  then  spoke  about  the  important  data  that 
was  gathered  when  surveying  the  different  youth  employment  and  internship  programs  the  City 
offered.  The  primary  goal  of  the  initiative  was  to  bring  together  community  based  organizations, 
employers,  and  the  City  to  establish  a benchmark  of  opportunities  to  provide  to  youth  of  San 
Francisco. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  regarding  the  City’s  role  in  the  initiative  and  how  it 
compares  to  other  cities  nationally.  Mr.  Eagleson  stated  that  San  Francisco  hasn’t  had  a strong 
summer  youth  employment  campaign  in  the  last  ten  years  and  feels  that  this  initiative  was 
successful.  It  surpassed  its  goal  of  providing  5,000  opportunities  and  has  been  recognized  by 
many  officials  and  leaders. 

Matt  Poland,  Director  of  Matchbridge,  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area,  then  provided  an  overview  of 
United  Way’s  role  in  the  initiative.  He  emphasized  UWBA’s  role  in  connecting  private  employers 
to  this  initiative  and  then  presented  on  the  results  and  findings  from  SF  Summer  Jobs+.  Mr. 
Eagleson  then  spoke  about  next  steps  which  includes  the  continuation  of  this  initiative  into 
Summer  2013,  connecting  with  service  providers  at  an  earlier  stage,  and  plans  for  the 
Transitional  Age  Youth  San  Francisco  group  to  conduct  focus  groups  with  youth. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions  regarding  specific  jobs  provided  for  youth,  how 
disenfranchised  youth  were  connected,  and  the  role  of  service  providers. 

Chairwoman  Shackelford  then  called  Roberto  Angulo,  CEO  of  AfterCollege,  an  online  career 
network  that  connects  college  students  annually  with  employers.  Mr.  Angulo  spoke  about 
AfterCollege’s  technology  partnership  for  SF  Summer  Jobs+.  Mr.  Angulo  shared  that  there  were 
over  2,400  youth  who  set  up  profiles  on  the  website  to  connect  with  employers,  and  about  61% 
of  these  youth  did  not  report  any  college  degree  or  certification.  Mr.  Angulo  stated  that  he  looks 
forward  to  continuing  supporting  SF  Summer  Jobs+,  and  to  work  with  the  Youth  Commissioner 
in  getting  feedback  from  youth  who  used  the  website. 
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Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions,  and  provided  some  feedback  on  how  the  website 
can  appeal  to  high  school  aged  youth  and  young  adults  who  do  not  have  college  degrees 

Hydra  Mendoza,  the  Mayor’s  Education  Advisor,  also  spoke  about  the  exciting  opportunities  that 
SF  Summer  Jobs+  was  able  to  create.  Ms.  Mendoza  spoke  about  the  Mayor’s  office  support  of 
SF  Summer  Jobs+  and  commended  all  partners  involved  for  their  work  in  launching  the  initiative 
in  such  a short  period  of  time.  SF  Summer  Jobs+  was  a success  and  she  looked  forward  to  the 
initiative  continuing  onto  next  summer.  Ms.  Mendoza  encouraged  feedback  and  appreciated  the 
Youth  Commission’s  support. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

Public  Comment 

Rory  Talley,  Administration  Assistant  of  the  Success  Center  of  San  Francisco,  thanked  the 
Youth  Commission  for  their  support,  and  thanked  everyone  at  the  meeting.  Mr.  Talley  spoke 
about  his  work  with  disenfranchised  youth  and  encouraged  commissioners  to  work  on  urging 
the  public  and  private  sector  to  prioritize  hiring  youth.  Mr.  Talley  spoke  about  the  plus  in  the 
initiative  and  urged  commissioners  to  think  about  ways  to  continue  the  plus  in  SF  Summer 
Jobs+  to  extend  opportunities  to  after  summer. 

Gabriel  Hanzel-Sello,  College  and  Career  Counselor  at  Enterprise  for  High  School  Students, 
shared  his  feedback  about  the  overall  initiative.  He  was  impressed  with  the  initiative  and  the 
City’s  commitment  to  youth  employment  opportunities.  He  urged  commissioners  to  provide 
feedback  on  how  to  make  the  AfterCollege  website  more  youth  friendly  and  accessible,  and  look 
into  ways  to  have  more  opportunities  for  opportunity  youth. 

Eric  Martinez,  Youth  Advocate  at  LYRIC,  expressed  his  issues  and  feedback  from  LYRIC  youth 
who  participated  in  the  initiative.  Mr.  Martinez  noted  that  the  positions  seemed  to  be  aimed  at 
adults  and  would  like  to  see  more  entry  level  opportunities  for  youth.  Mr.  Martinez  expressed 
that  he  would  love  to  see  a youth  feedback  system  in  place  for  the  initiative. 

Ciara  Wade,  Program  Director  at  New  Door  Ventures,  spoke  about  the  important  functions  of 
the  Youth  Commission  and  urged  commissioners  to  look  into  who  really  needs  access  to 
summer  jobs.  Ms.  Wade  said  it  was  helpful  to  see  stats  from  AfterCollege  and  encouraged 
commissioners  to  look  into  how  to  support  the  most  disenfranchised  youth  in  gaining 
employment. 

Chairwoman  Shackelford  thanked  everyone  for  their  comments  and  feedback.  She  expressed 
that  the  youth  employment  committee  would  be  working  on  a resolution  to  urge  the  continuation 
of  the  initiative,  provide  recommendations  on  how  the  initiative  can  improve,  and  look  into  how 
to  make  SF  Summer  Jobs+  a model  for  the  country. 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and  Administration,  Phimy  Truong,  gave  the  following 
staff  report  to  Youth  Commissioners:  Michelle  Kong  and  Bryan  Tran  were  the  Youth 
Commission’s  2 Youth  Works  interns  for  the  year;  commissioners  interested  in  Youth 
Advocacy  Day  needed  to  follow  up  with  Nayad  Abrahamian  to  confirm  participation: 
commissioners  who  enrolled  in  health  benefits  this  year,  needed  to  complete  their  electronic 
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enrollment;  Peter  Lauterborn  wanted  to  get  youth  commissioners’  input  on  how  to  curb 
teenage  relationship  abuse,  commissioners  Taumoepeau,  Guzman-Ramos,  Shackelford, 
and  Huynh  all  expressed  interest;  and  finally,  the  Youth  Commission’s  3fd  staff  position,  the 
Coordinator  of  Community  Outreach  and  Civic  Engagement,  has  been  approved  and  posted 
online.  Ms.  Truong  also  read  statements  from  Commissioners  Armstrong  and  Carrion,  and 
provided  brief  updates  on  the  commission’s  legislative  work. 

Commissioners  asked  a few  clarifying  questions.  There  was  no  public  comment. 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Commissioner  Brodwin  reminded  her  peers  of  the  Legislative  Affairs  Officers 
responsibilities,  and  stated  that  she  and  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  will  continue 
checking  in  with  their  peers  on  non  committee  policy  priorities. 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  were  none. 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Memo  from  Executive  Committee  to  Youth  Commissioners,  “Forward  calendar  for  2012- 
2013  full  YC  meetings’’ 

Presenter:  Vice  Chair  Nicholas  Persky 
(Document  B) 

Commissioner  Persky  gave  some  contextual  background  on  how  the  Executive  Committee 
put  together  the  forward  calendar  for  2012-2013  full  Youth  Commission  meetings. 
Commissioner  Persky  stated  that  this  calendar  is  subject  to  change;  depending  on  the 
commission’s  issue  based  committee  work,  and  availability  of  presenters.  He  encouraged 
commissioners  to  follow  up  with  him  if  they  have  any  suggestions  on  how  to  improve  the 
document. 

Commissioner  Persky  then  read  the  memo  into  the  public  record. 

There  was  no  public  comment.  No  official  action  was  taken. 

B.  Possible  revision  to  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  bylaws 
(Document  C) 

Commissioner  Shackelford  reminded  her  colleagues  that  this  item  was  brought  back  to  the 
agenda  as  urged  by  commissioners  at  the  October  15th  meeting.  Commissioner  Shackelford 
addressed  commissioners  Guzman-Ramos’  and  Warri’s  intent  to  add  language  about 
outreach  to  the  bylaws. 

Commissioner  Warri,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  made  a motion  to 
amend  the  2012-2013  Youth  Commission  bylaws  to  add  the  following  under  Article  II, 

Section  B of  the  bylaws:  3.  Engage  in  community  outreach,  relationship  building,  promotion 
of  Youth  Commission,  and  tracking  of  all  conveyed  concerns  to  all  San  Francisco  youth  and 
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young  adult  populations  within  each  commissioner's  respective  district  requiring  a minimum 
commitment  of  attending  (1)  community  event  per  month  and/or  visit  to  any  youth  based 
community  organization/school/etc. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Covington,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  adopt  the 
bylaws  as  amended.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

Vice  Chair  Persky  gave  a brief  update  on  the  Executive  Committee's  work,  and  asked 
Commissioner  Warri  to  give  an  update  on  the  community  and  outreach  plan.  Commissioner 
Warri  stated  that  she  and  Commissioner  Huynh  would  be  coordinating  some  visits  to 
community  based  organizations.  She  will  be  reaching  out  to  commissioners  who  were 
interested  in  joining  the  visit. 

B.  Education  Committee 

Committee  Chair  Chu  thanked  Commissioners  Huynh  and  Shackelford  for  attending  the 
Board’s  Joint  Select  committee  meeting  and  speaking  about  the  committee’s  work. 
Commissioner  Chu  invited  his  peers  to  attend  the  committee  meeting  on  Wednesday,  and 
invited  peers  to  attend  a Community  Convener  meeting  at  Mission  Graduates,  where 
community  members  will  be  discussing  the  school  district's  high  school  graduation 
requirements. 

C.  Employment  Committee 

Commissioner  Huynh  stated  that  the  employment  committee  will  be  reviewing  their  notes  on 
the  SF  Summer  Jobs+  update,  and  plan  to  work  on  a resolution. 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  Age  - 
Youth  Issues  Committee 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  stated  that  the  last  meeting  was  cancelled  due  to  a lack  of  quorum. 
Tu  Mutch  encouraged  her  committee  members  to  meet  with  Youth  Commission  staff  to  work 
on  committee  S.M.A.R.T.  goals  before  the  next  meeting. 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Committee  members  were  absent.  Ms.  Truong  provided  a brief  update. 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Yu  stated  that  DCYF  will  be  recruiting  youth  reviewers  for  their  request  for 
proposals.  Commissioners  who  were  interested  should  get  in  contact  with  Prishni  Murillo, 
the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Manager  at  DCYF.  Commissioner  Yu  passed  around  a sign 
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in  sheet  to  collect  names  of  those  interested.  Commissioner  Yu  also  urged  commissioners 
to  promote  SF4TAY’s  website. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  these  items. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

There  were  none. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  announced  an  internship  opportunity  for  youth  ages  14-17  at  the 
Lavender  Youth  Recreation  Information  Center  (LYRIC),  an  organization  which  works  with 
lesbian,  gay,  bisexual,  transgender,  queer  and  questioning  (LGBTQQ)  youth,  their  families 
and  allies.  There  will  be  information  sessions  on  November  15th  and  November  1 7th,  2012. 

Commissioner  Brodwin  reminded  her  colleagues  that  the  Redefining  Education  conference 
is  coming  up  and  will  take  place  at  Lick  Wilmerding  High  School  on  November  18,  2012, 
from  10:30  am  to  3:30pm.  Commissioner  Brodwin  had  sent  an  email  out  to  her  colleagues 
and  encouraged  all  to  register  and  get  in  touch  with  her  for  more  information.  Commissioner 
Brodwin  requested  that  her  peers  bring  1-2  friends  from  their  schools  to  the  conference. 

There  was  no  public  comment  on  this  item. 

13.  Adjournment 

The  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:00  p.m. 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.orQ 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 
City  Hall,  Room  244 
1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 
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Cl?  Youth  Commission 


Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 
E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org. 

The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfqov.org]  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 


Agenda 

Monday,  December  3,  2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 


C 


City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 


There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


SAt 


Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  November  5,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  San  Francisco  District  Attorney’s  Office:  An  Overview  of  the  department  with  a special 
focus  on  youth  initiatives 

Presenter:  George  Gascon,  District  Attorney 
(Document  B) 

B.  Overview  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families’  Request  for  Proposals 
for  Available  Funds  for  Children  and  Youth  Services  in  San  Francisco;  the  Youth 
Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  Service  Area  (YLEAD) 

Presenter:  Prishni  Murillo,  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Manager,  Department  of  Children, 
Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF) 

(Documents  C,  D) 

C.  Presentation  on  Mission  SF  Federal  Credit  Union's  New  Economic  Rights  for  All  (New 
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ERA)  and  request  for  endorsement  of  New  Era’s  community  campaign  to  urge  youth  to 
open  savings  accounts  and  raise  awareness  about  the  dangers  of  using  payday  lenders 
Presenters:  Margaret  Libby,  Executive  Director,  Mission  SF;  Glenda  Flores,  Mission  SF;  and 
New  Economic  Rights  for  Ail  (New  ERA)  program  participants 
(Document  E) 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Report  analyzing  the  recreation-focused  survey  results  of  youth  detained  in  the  Juvenile 
Justice  Center 

Presenters:  Commissioners  Angel  Carrion,  Ramon  Gomez,  and  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

B.  Education  Committee 

C.  Employment  Committee 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  age 
Youth  Issues  Comnrjittee 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Armstrong,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Gomez,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

D.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information— at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hail,  Room  345 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  554-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email;  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 
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FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.orq. 


The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound- producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  [phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfoov.org]  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Charter,  Section  6.103 
The  District  Attorney  shall: 

1 . Investigate  all  allegations  of  violations  of  laws  which  the  District  Attorney  has  the  power 
to  prosecute  in  court  or  before  any  other  trier  of  fact; 

2.  Prosecute  all  criminal  cases  in  the  appropriate  courts  and  issue  warrants  for  the  arrest  of 
persons  charged  with  crimes  to  be  prosecuted  in  such  courts;  and 

3.  Proceed  in  such  civil  cases  as  authorized  by  state  law. 


From  the  website  of  the  San  Francisco  District  Attorney 

SAN  FRANCISCO  DISTRICT  ATTORNEY’S  OFFICE  ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Homicides 

• Secured  convictions  in  85  to  90%  of  homicide  trials  each  year 

• Prosecuted  85%  of  homicides  brought  to  our  office  each  year 
Neighborhood  Courts 

• Established  Neighborhood  Court  program 

• Restorative  Justice  approach  aims  to  cut  recidivism 

• Cut  time  and  money  spent  handling  cases  that  diminish  the  livability  of  the  City 
Elder  Abuse 

• Secured  convictions  in  over  95%  of  all  elder  abuse  cases  in  2007  and  2008 

• Comprehensive  evaluation  of  elder  abuse  cases  through  multi-agency  Elder  Abuse 
Forensic  Center 

Child  Assault 

• Run  the  City's  first  stand  alone  Child  Assault  Unit 
District  Attorney  George  Gascon 

In  November  2011,  George  Gascdn  was  elected  as  District  Attorney  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  after  winning  more  than  62%  of  the  vote.  District  Attorney  Gascon  was  elected 
on  a platform  of  reducing  violent  crime,  protecting  vulnerable  victims,  creating  safer 
neighborhoods,  and  combating  high  school  truancy. 

Gascon  is  the  first  Latino  to  hold  the  office  of  District  Attorney  in  San  Francisco.  He  has  pledged 
to  make  San  Francisco  the  safest  large  city  in  America. 

Born  in  Havana,  Cuba,  Gascon’s  parents  were  initial  supporters  of  the  Cuban  revolution  until  his 
family  became  the  target  of  harassment  by  the  Castro  government.  At  the  age  of  thirteen, 
Gascon’s  family  immigrated  to  the  United  States  and  settled  in  Southeast  Los  Angeles.  As  a 
monolingual  Spanish  speaker  in  a new  country,  Gascdn  struggled  in  school  and  eventually 
dropped  out.  He  went  on  to  earn  not  only  his  high  school  diploma  but  a Bachelor  of  Arts  in 
History  from  California  State  University,  Long  Beach,  and  a Juris  Doctor  Degree  from  Western 
State  University,  College  of  Law. 

District  Attorney  Gascon  has  over  three  decades  of  experience  in  law  enforcement.  Gascdn 
worked  his  way  up  the  ranks  at  the  Los  Angeles  Police  Department  from  officer  to  Assistant 


Chief.  He  earned  a positive  reputation  for  reforming  one  of  the  nation's  largest  police 
departments  by  revamping  officer  training,  teaching  proper  police  procedure,  and  improving  the 
Compstat  program. 

Gascon  became  the  Chief  of  Police  in  Mesa,  Arizona  in  July  2006.  He  faced  an  anti-immigrant 
climate  ready  to  blame  Arizona’s  crime  problems  on  undocumented  immigrants.  Gascon 
challenged  Maricopa  County  Sheriff  Joe  Arpaio  and  anti-immigrant  groups  by  proving  that 
immigrants  weren’t  to  blame  for  Mesa’s  crime  problems.  By  the  end  of  his  three  year  tenure, 
serious  crime  in  Mesa  dropped  by  30  percent  and  the  Latino  community  and  others  had  a 
strong  working  relationship  with  the  Police  Department. 

In  2009,  Gascon  was  hired  as  Chief  of  Police  of  San  Francisco  where  he  focused  on  reform, 
crime  reduction  and  modernizing  the  department.  He  introduced  CompStat,  a computerized 
tracking  system  that  collects  and  analyzes  crime  statistics,  identifies  trouble  spots  and  serves  as 
an  accountability  tool  for  the  department.  He  also  created  the  city’s  first  Brady  Policy  and 
enhanced  internal  affairs.  During  his  tenure,  murders  were  the  lowest  they  had  been  in  over  half 
a century. 

As  District  Attorney,  Gascon  is  taking  a creative  approach  to  public  safety.  He  believes  current 
models  that  rely  heavily  on  incarceration  haven’t  worked  and  are  destroying  communities  of 
color.  He  is  pioneering  a new  path  in  law  enforcement  prosecution  that  focuses  on  reducing 
recidivism.  His  priorities  are  reducing  violent  crime,  working  with  the  city’s  most  vulnerable 
victims  and  preventative  efforts  to  keep  youth  out  of  the  criminal  justice  system. 

In  May  2011,  District  Attorney  Gascon  launched  the  Neighborhood  Courts  Program.  The 
program  diverts  non  serious  cases  away  from  overcrowded  courtrooms  and  into  the  community 
where  residents  decide  the  proper  directive.  The  individual  avoids  getting  a criminal  record,  the 
case  is  handled  more  quickly  for  a fraction  of  the  cost  and  the  community  has  a direct  say  in 
what  should  happen  to  people  committing  crime  in  their  neighborhood. 

As  a high  school  dropout,  District  Attorney  Gascon  knows  the  most  effective  way  to  reduce 
homicides  and  prevent  crime  is  to  keep  kids  in  school.  In  partnership  with  San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District,  YMCA,  and  the  Truancy  Assessment  and  Referral  Center,  the  District  Attorney’s 
Office  has  launched  innovative  programs  to  reduce  truancy. 

District  Attorney  Gascon  is  a graduate  of  the  FBI’s  National  Executive  Institute,  and  is  a member 
of  the  Harvard  University/Kennedy  School  of  Government’s  Executive  Session  on  Policing  and 
Public  Safety. 
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Novemeber  16,  2012 
Dear  Colleagues, 


I am  pleased  to  release  this  Request  for  Proposals  to  fund  critical  services  to  San  Francisco's  children, 
youth,  and  families  for  the  next  three  years.  This  RFP  represents  approximately  $ 1 7 - 22  million  to  be 
allocated  in  two  Services  Areas:  Out  of  School  Time  and  Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment, 
and  Development.  Other  Service  Areas  may  be  awarded  funds  in  separate  competitive  solicitation 
processes  at  a later  time. 

This  document  represents  years  of  work  to  determine  our  city’s  needs,  set  our  allocation  goals,  and 
establish  funding  parameters.  Even  in  these  precarious  economic  times,  we  are  making  every  effort  to 
continue  to  fund  the  vital  services  we  know  are  important  to  our  community.  Given  that  there  are 
unknown  financial  factors  at  this  point  in  time,  all  of  the  funding  allocations  listed  in  this  RFP  are 
provided  in  ranges. 

As  with  the  last  RFP,  applications  for  this  RFP  are  being  accepted  online  only.  We  will  provide  training 
on  how  to  use  the  online  application  system  for  those  who  need  it,  and  we  have  established  a technical 
help  line — 

866  469-6884 — if  you  require  assistance  for  the  online  process. 

I urge  everyone  to  read  the  Children  Services  Allocation  Plan  and  other  resources  provided  on  the 
2013-2016  RFP  page  of  www.DCYF.org  in  order  to  present  a Proposed  Program  that  fits  the  goals  and 
vision  we  have  set  forth.  For  ease  of  use,  this  RFP  is  divided  in  three  chapters: 

• Part  I:  Introduction  - everyone  should  read  this  general  overview 

• Part  2:  Out  of  School  Time  overview  and  funding  strategies 

• Part  3:  Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  overview  and  funding  strategies 

I want  to  thank  the  hard-working  staff  at  DCYF  and  the  community  members  who  serve  on  DCYF's 
Citizen’s  Advisory  Committee,  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory  Board  and  the  Youth  Council  of 
the  Workforce  Investment  Board  for  all  their  special  efforts  to  make  this  process  work,  especially  in 
these  difficult  times. 

We  very  much  appreciate  the  work  of  our  community  partners.  I encourage  all  community-based 
organizations  that  provide  services  to  children  and  youth  in  San  Francisco  to  review  this  RFP  with  a 
careful  eye  toward  how  your  mission  fits  the  priorities  we  have  outlined  for  future  funding. 

I look  forward  to  reviewing  the  creative  and  innovative  programming  ideas  that  will  be  generated  in 
response  to  this  RFP.  Remember  the  deadline  is  January  17,  2013! 

Thank  you  for  your  interest  in  serving  San  Francisco’s  children,  youth,  and  families. 


Sincerely, 


Maria  Su,  Psy.  D. 

Director,  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Families 


The  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families 
1 390  Market  Street,  Suite  900  San  Francisco,  CA  94102  415  S54-8990  vrww.DCYF.org 


Core  Investments  in  Today’s  Youth 


he  purpose  of  the  San  Francfcco  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  (DCYF)  issuing 


I this  Request  for  Proposals  (RFP)  is  to  solicit  proposals  from  non-profit  organizations  that  are 
interested  in  providing  services  for  children,  youth,  and  their  families  in  two  service  areas:  Out  of 
School  Time  (OST)  and  Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  (Y-LEaD). 

ABOUT  DCYF 

The  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  (DCYF)  enhances  the  lives  and  futures  of  San 
Francisco’s  children,  youth,  and  families  through  strategic  funding  of  programs  and  services  in  every 
neighborhood;  in  its  citywide  policy  and  planning  efforts;  and  by  sharing  information  to  support  the  well- 
being of  young  people  and  families.  Formed  in  1989,  DCYF's  work  is  driven  by  its  vision,  mission,  goals, 
and  values. 

Vision:  All  San  Francisco  children  and  youth  should  reach  adulthood  having  experienced  a safe,  healthy, 
and  nurturing  childhood,  prepared  to  become  responsible  and  contributing  members  of  the  community. 
Families  should  be  supported  by  each  other,  their  neighbors,  their  community,  and  government  in 
realizing  this  vision.  Families  with  children  must  be  able  to  thrive  in  all  San  Francisco  neighborhoods,  in  a 
city  where  they  are  welcomed  as  integral  to  the  city’s  culture,  prosperity,  and  future. 

Mission:  The  mission  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth  & Their  Families  is  to  ensure  that  families 
with  children  are  a prominent  and  valued  segment  of  San  Francisco’s  social  fabric  by  supporting 
programs  and  activities  in  every  San  Francisco  neighborhood. 

Goals:  DCYF  goals  are  based  on  Quality  of  Life  Goals  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor: 

• Children  and  youth  are  healthy 

• Children  and  youth  are  ready  to  learn  and  are  succeeding  in  school 

• Children  and  youth  live  in  safe,  supported  families 

• Children  and  youth  liven  in  safe,  supported,  and  viable  communities 

• Children  and  youth  contribute  to  the  development  and  vitality  of  San  Francisco 

• San  Francisco  retains  and  begins  to  grow  its  child,  youth  and  family  population 


YOUTH  DEVELOPMENT  FRAMEWORK 

In  addition  to  DCYF’s  vision,  mission,  goals,  and  values,  DCYF  embraces  a nationally  accepted  Youth 
Development  Framework  and  encourages  agencies  funded  through  this  RFP  to  use  this  positive  approach  to 
interacting  with  youth. 

Positive  youth  development  is  an  approach,  a way  to  think  about  young  people  that  focuses  on  their  assets 
(capacities,  strengths,  and  developmental  needs)  and  not  solely  on  their  deficits  (risks,  negative  behaviors,  and 
problems).  This  approach  calls  for  shifting  attention  away  from  a crisis  mentality  that  concentrates  on  stopping 
problems,  to  developing  careful  strategies  that  increase  young  people’s  exposure  to  positive  and  constructive 
relationships  and  activities  that  promote  healthy,  responsible,  and  compassionate  choices. 

It  is  imperative  that  young  people  have  diverse  opportunities  for  learning,  for  guidance,  for  meeting  challenges, 
for  exploring  limits,  for  experiencing  consequences,  for  developing  self-confidence  and  self-control,  for  helping 
others,  and  for  improving  their  communities. 

There  are  several  schools  of  thought  that  view  positive  youth  development  from  different  perspectives.  Listed 
below  are  the  main  principles  of  positive  youth  development.  They  should  be  considered  when  incorporating  a 
positive  youth  development  approach  into  youth-serving  programs. 

Strengths  More  than  Risks  or  Deficits:  Instead  of  focusing  solely  on  reducing  problems,  risks,  or  deficits, 
youth  development  focuses  on  building  strengths.  A focus  on  positive  outcomes  does  not  eliminate  the  need  to 
address  problems  or  provide  services;  rather,  it  complements  those  efforts. 

Youth  Engagement  is  More  than  Services  for  Youth:  Programs  can  too  quickly  focus  on  how  to  “serve” 
youth  or  “meet  young  people’s  needs.”  This  approach  assumes  that  young  people  are  the  consumers  or 
recipients  of  services.  A youth  development  approach  requires  youth  program  staff  to  view  young  people  as 
resources,  contributors,  and  leaders  in  their  program. 

Youth/Adult  Relationships  is  More  than  Programs:  Agencies  often  assume  that  simply  providing  new 
programs  will  lead  to  positive  outcomes  for  young  people.  However,  what  is  often  overlooked  is  the  importance 
of  the  relationships  between  young  people  and  adults  that  are  created  and  strengthened  as  a result  of  the 
programs.  Youth  Voice  is  Not  Controlling  or  Directing:  Viewing  young  people  as  partners  in  your 
program  and  enabling  them  to  have  meaningful  roles  in  your  agency  will  boost  your  program’s  authenticity, 
energy  and  ultimate  effectiveness. 

Community  Involvement  is  More  than  Family  Members  and  Professionals:  Positive  youth 
development  emphasizes  inspiring,  inviting,  and  equipping  all  community  residents  from  all  segments  of  the 
community  to  contribute  to  the  well-being  of  young  people. 


FUNDING  SOURCES 

Funding  awarded  through  this  RFP  comes  from  both  the  Children’s  Fund  and  the  General  Fund.  All  Out 
of  School  Time  (OST)  strategies  plus  Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  (YLEaD) 
strategies  3 through  I I utilize  DCYF  administered  funds.  Y-LEaD  Strategies  I and  2 are  funded  through 
the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  portion  of  the  Children's  Fund  (YEF). 

DCYF  Administered  Funds 

DCYF  administers  funds  from  San  Francisco's  General  Fund  and  the  Children’s  Fund.  The  Children's 
Fund  was  first  established  by  Proposition  J,  known  as  the  Children’s  Amendment,  approved  by  San 
Francisco  voters  in  1991,  and  renewed  by  Proposition  D in  2000.  The  current  Children’s  Fund  will  be  in 
effect  until  June  30,  2015,  when  it  will  have  to  be  renewed  by  San  Francisco  voters.  The  Children's  Fund 
utilizes  a portion  of  property  taxes  each  year — three  cents  per  one  hundred  dollars  of  assessed  value. 
Three  percent  of  the  Children’s  Fund  is  held  as  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund.  Community  guidance 
for  the  Children’s  Fund  is  performed  by  a volunteer  15-member  Citizen’s  Advisory  Committee  (CAC) 
appointed  by  the  Mayor.  The  CAC  meets  regularly.  The  Children’s  Fund  is  now  considered  one  of  the 
City’s  major  assets,  and  is  often  recognized  as  a national  model. 

FUNDING  ALLOCATION  PROCESS 

One  of  the  key  provisions  of  the  Children’s  Amendment  of  2000,  which  governs  the  use  of  the 
Children’s  Fund,  is  a three-year  funding  cycle.  This  RFP  is  the  culmination  of  a planning  cycle  started  in 
July  2010. 

In  the  First  year  of  the  cycle,  DCYF  is  required  to  complete  a Community  Needs  Assessment  (CNA), 
which  presents  information  by  neighborhood,  citywide,  demographic  group,  and  age.  Find  the  CNA  at 
www.DCYF.org.  Paper  copies  are  also  available  upon  request  at  DCYF. 

The  CNA  is  followed  by  a Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan  (CSAP),  which  establishes  funding 
allocations  and  outcomes.  We  highly  recommend  reading  the  CSAP.  The  CSAP  resulted  from  a year- 
long, strategic  process  involving  our  community  stakeholders.  It  communicates  our  priorities  in  these 
Service  Areas: 

• Early  Care  and  Education 

• Out  of  School  Time 

• Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development 

• Foundational  Support  (Family  Support,  Beacon  Initiative,  Health  & Nutrition,  and  Violence 
Prevention  and  Intervention) 

• Systems  Development 

Find  the  full  CSAP  at  www.DCYF.org.  Paper  copies  are  also  available  upon  request  at  DCYF. 

In  the  third  year,  DCYF  issues  Requests  for  Proposals  (RFP)  for  a three-year  commitment  of  funding. 


GUIDING  PRINCIPLES  IN  CHANGING  TIMES 

Funding  allocations  outlined  in  this  RFP  are  based  on  Guiding  Principles 
outlined  in  the  May  2012  CSAP.  They  are,  for  the  most  part,  a continued 
investment  in  many  of  the  same  services  outlined  in  the  2009  CSAP  and 
funded  from  July  I,  20 10- June  30,  2013.  The  201 1 CNA  clearly  indicated 
a community  desire  to  make  improvements  based  on  evaluations  made 
over  the  last  three  years  while  ensuring  continuity  in  services.  At  the 
same  time,  San  Francisco’s  economy  has  been  impacted  by  the  recession, 
and  families  have  struggled  even  more  to  make  ends  meet.  Over  the  past 
months,  difficult  decisions  have  been  made  on  how  to  best  allocate 
limited  resources.  Still,  DCYF  believes  that  its  proposed  investment 
strategies  should  result  in  positive  outcomes  for  children,  youth,  and 
families.  Now,  more  than  ever,  the  Guiding  Principles  of  the  CSAP  are 
being  used  in  the  decision-making  process: 

Build  on  what’s  working.  We  remain  steadfast  in  our  priorities  - 
school  readiness  and  school  success  - and  in  our  commitment  to  our 
collaborators.  We  will  refine  and  improve  our  work  whenever  possible, 
while  maintaining  our  overarching  goals  and  building  on  the  foundation  of 
previous  investments. 

Draw  on  available  data  to  illuminate  and  bring  focus  to  areas  of 
greatest  needs.  The  Department  uses  three  lenses  to  identify  the  most 
urgent  needs:  We  address  needs  within  and  across  age  groups.  We 
consider  which  needs  are  concentrated  in  specific  neighborhoods.  Lastly, 
some  needs  are  felt  widely  by  most  of  our  city’s  children,  youth,  and  their 
families,  while  others  are  unique  to  at-risk  populations  who  face  special 
challenges  (for  example,  LGBTQQ  children  and  youth  or  English 
Learners). 

Champion  strategies  that  advance  known  best  practices.  We 

will  continue  in  proven  approaches,  drawing  on  our  successes  to  date  and 
the  cumulative  expertise  of  our  community-based  partners  to  understand 
and  promote  local  best  practices,  reflecting  San  Francisco’s  unique  needs 
and  opportunities.  Simultaneously,  we  remain  alert  to  emerging  national 
trends  in  child  and  youth  development,  which  offer  new  ways  of  thinking 
and  innovative  methods  for  addressing  persistent  challenges. 


Focus  resources  where  they  will  address  the  most  urgent  gaps.  In  particular,  we  remain 
committed  to  aligning  DCYF  investments  to  complement  those  of  our  public  partners  in  order  to 
prevent  duplication  and  to  mitigate  the  effects  of  state  and  federal  cuts.  DCYF  resources  should  be 
leveraged  to  bring  more  coordination  among  our  community-based  and  City  department  collaborators, 
resulting  in  greater  operational  efficiencies  and  strategic  impact. 

FUNDING  PRIORITIES 

DCYF's  investments  have  been  designed  to  support  all  San  Francisco  children,  youth  and  families,  while 
recognizing  that  some  of  our  city’s  young  people  face  steeper  hurdles  than  others  in  their  journeys 
towards  adulthood.  The  smartest  use  of  resources  ensures  that  everyone  has  essential  opportunities 
and  supports,  while  focusing  specialized  interventions  to  help  those  who  are  most  at  risk. 


Achieving  Positive 
Outcomes 

DCYF  is  committed  to 
evaluating  the  value  and  impact 
of  funding  efforts.  Agencies 
awarded  funds  will  be  required 
to  track  and  report  on  data 
related  to  the  following  types  of 
performance  measures: 

• Measures  of  participation  in 
services 

• Measures  of  program 
quality 

• Measures  of  participant 
satisfaction 

• Measures  of  participant- 
level  outcomes 

The  goals,  outcomes,  and 
evaluation  priorities  for  the 
20 1 3-20 1 6 funding  cycle  are 
described  in  the  201  I 
Community  Services  Allocation 
Plan.  DCYF  will  track  outcome 
results  for  two  of  its  four  goals 
in  the  2013-2016  funding  cycle. 
These  goals  are:  Children  and 
Youth  Are  Ready  to  Learn  and 
Children  and  Youth  Are 
Succeeding  in  School.  The 
outcomes  and  measures  for 
these  goals  are  provided  in  the 
Service  Area  sections  of  this 
RFP. 


INVESTMENT  PRIORITIES 

Core  Investments  - $42  to  $49  Million  Annually 

• Early  Care  and  Education 

• Out  of  School  Time 

• Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment  and  Development 

Foundation  Support  - $22  to  $27  Million  Annually 

• Family  Support 

• Health  and  Nutrition 

• Beacon  Initiative 

• Violence  Prevention  and  Interventions 

Systems  Development  - $5  to  7 Million  Annually 

• School  District  Partnership 

• Public  Engagement 

• Evaluation 

TARGET  POPULATIONS 

Citywide/  Universal  Need  - All  San  Francisco  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families 

Concentrated  Need  - Neighborhoods  Where  Needs  are  Concentrated  & 

Racial  and  Ethnic  Groups  with  Disproportionate  Need 

Identified  Risk  Factors-  At-Risk  Children,  Youth,  and  Families: 

Poverty,  Under-housed,  English  Learners,  teen  parents,  LGBTQQ,  Special  needs,  mental 
health  needs  including  substance  abuse,  depression/anxiety,  academic  underperformance 
or  disconnected  from  school 

In-risk  Children,  Youth,  and  Families: 

Exposed  to  violence/abuse  or  trauma,  Serious  mental  health  needs  including  severe 
depression/suicidal  ideation.  Chronic  truancy.  Negative  street  associations  (e.g.  criminal 
justice) 


PURPOSE  OF  THIS  REQUEST  FOR  PROPOSALS 

DCYF  is  issuing  this  RFP  to  solicit  proposals  from  non-profit  organizations  that  are  interested  in 
providing  services  for  children,  youth,  and  their  families  in  two  service  areas:  Out  of  School  Time  (OST) 
and  Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  (Y-LEaD).  Not  all  service  areas  or  strategies 
identified  in  the  CSAP  are  being  funded  through  this  RFP. 


YOUTH  LEADERSHIP,  EMPOWERMENT, 
AND  DEVELOPMENT  SERVICE  AREA 


The  Youth  Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  (YLEAD)  service  area  provides 

intentionally  and  coordination  among  DCYF's  existing  Youth  Workforce  Development  (YWD), 
Specialized  Teen,  Wellness,  and  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  program  areas,  serving  youth  primarily  in 
their  teen  years.  As  a core  service  area,  YLEAD  establishes  holistic  youth  development  strategies  that 
include  a range  of  specific  opportunities  that  support  San  Francisco’s  middle  school,  high  school,  and 
transitional-aged  youths’  successful  transitions  into  adulthood. 

YLEAD  seeks  to  provide  quality  programs  and  services  that  meet  youth  where  they  are,  and  then 
support  them  to  progress  toward  the  next  step  in  their  development.  This  core  service  area  seeks  to 
support  opportunities  and  outlets  for  youth  to  build  their  individual  competencies,  form  positive  self- 
and  group  identity,  increase  their  capacity  to  make  healthy  decisions,  develop  self-sufficiency  skills, 
establish  healthy  youth-adult  relationships,  make  meaningful  contributions  to  their  communities,  and 
succeed  in  reaching  their  educational,  career,  and  personal  goals. 

2013-16  YLEAD  SERVICE  AREA  GOALS 

1.  Emphasize  Skill  Building  and  Curriculum-Based  Services 

In  order  to  strengthen  the  quality  of  programs  and  the  recruitment  and  retention  of  older  youth, 
DCYF  places  great  emphasis  on  services  that  work  to  build  participant  skills  through  a structured 
curriculum.  Planning  and  preparation  are  keys  to  a successful  and  meaningful  program,  and  an 
effective  curriculum  will  be  able  to  have  youth  succeed  in  learning  goals  and  outcomes  within  a 
program. 

2.  Create  Ladders  of  Choice  and  Leadership  Opportunities  for  Youth 

DCYF  hopes  to  establish  multiple  ladders  of  youth  participation  in  services  that  support  youth 
leadership  and  voice  throughout  the  various  stages  of  adolescent  development.  Ladders  can  and 
should  exist  within  individual  programs,  but  they  should  also  exist  across  programs  so  youth  have 
options  to  pursue  pathways  that  successively  Increase  their  skills,  expand  their  responsibilities,  and 
offer  greater  proficiency  with  content  that  will  support  their  personal,  academic,  career,  and 
postsecondary  goals. 

3.  Enhance  Educational  Attainment  and  Postsecondary  Support 

DCYF  continues  to  prioritize  educational  attainment  as  a primary  goal  of  all  YLEAD  strategies  and 
seeks  to  fund  services  that  assist  youth  in  completing  high  school  and  accessing  further  education  or 
training  needed  to  reach  their  personal,  academic,  career,  and  postsecondary  goals. 

4.  Coordinate  and  Align  with  Citywide  Systems 

DCYF  hopes  to  strengthen  connections  with  other  public  systems  that  youth  may  be  a part  of  (e.g„ 
education,  foster  care,  justice,  mental  health)  to  connect  and  coordinate  services  with  target 
populations.  DCYF  will  partner  with  these  public  entities  to  leverage  resources  and  data  to  achieve 
the  above  outcomes  for  youth:  DCYF's  Violence  Prevention  and  Intervention  service  area,  SF 
Department  of  Public  Health’s  Community  Behavioral  Health  Services,  SF  Housing  Authority,  SF 
Human  Services  Agency,  SF  Juvenile  Probation  Department,  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce 
Development,  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  and  SF  Workforce  Investment  Board's  Youth 
Council. 


FOCUS  ON  PROGRAM  QUALITY 

DCYF  is  committed  to  supporting  agencies  that  continuously  improve  their  quality  so  that  San 
Francisco’s  youth  have  the  opportunity  to  achieve  their  fullest  potential.  As  part  of  this  commitment  to 
a shared  understanding  of  quality,  DCYF  has  done  the  following: 

• Developed  Quality  Standards  for  YWD  and  Specialized  Teen  programs.  Find  all  Quality 
Standards  on  DCYF’s  website:  www.DCYF.org. 

• Designed  its  program  observation  visit  tool  for  YWD  and  Specialized  Teen  programs  to  assess 
program  quality. 

• Funded  a variety  of  capacity  building  and  training  opportunities  for  its  grantees  and  required 
them  to  embed  DCYF's  Quality  Standards  and  program  observation  visit  tool. 

OUTCOMES  AND  PERFORMANCE  MEASURES 

The  following  table  lists  the  goals  and  outcomes  prioritized  for  YLEAD  funding  in  2013-1 6.  Programs  will 
be  required  to  administer  participant  surveys  or  other  evaluation  instruments  to  examine  the  outcome 
measures  listed  below. 


Goal:  Children  and  Youth  Are  Ready  to  Learn 

Outcome:  Children  and  youth  demonstrate  motivation  and  readiness  to  learn. 

Outcome  Measures  by  Strategy  Area 

Strategy 

Survey-Based  Outcome  Measures 

YLEAD  1,  2,  3, 

4,  5,  and  6 

75%  of  participants  report  learning  something  new  that  they  wanted  to  know  about 

60%  of  participants  report  enhanced  enjoyment  and  engagement  in  learning  as  a result 
of  the  program 

60%  of  participants  report  enhanced  time  management  or  goal  setting  skills 

YLEAD  7,  8, 
and  10 

75%  of  participants  report  learning  something  new  that  they  wanted  to  know  about 

Goal:  Children  and  Youth  Are  Succeeding  in  School 

Outcome  1:  Children  and  youth  demonstrate  confidence  in  applying  critical  thinking  and  problem  solving 
skills  to  real-life,  hands-on  challenges. 

Outcome  Measures  by  Strategy  Area 

Strategy 

Survey-Based  Outcome  Measures 

YLEAD  3,  4,  5, 
and  6 

75%  of  participants  demonstrate  that  they  know  how  to  research  and  approach  problems 

YLEAD  9 

65%  of  youth  report  being  able  to  better  manage  real-life  challenges 

YLEAD  1 and  2 

75%  of  participants  demonstrate  that  they  know  how  to  research  and  approach  problems 

75%  of  participants  demonstrate  good  teamwork  and  other  social  skills 

Outcome  2:  Youth  have  knowledge,  skills,  and  opportunities  to  make  progress  toward  reaching  education 
and  career  goals. 

YLEAD  7,  8,  9 
and  10 

75%  of  youth  report  developing  education  or  careers  goals  ond  can  identify  steps  needed 
to  achieve  their  goals 

Program  Performance  Measures 

For  all  YLEAD  strategies,  program  performance  measures  will  ensure  accountability  for  funds  awarded. 
These  measures  will  be  finalized  during  contract  negotiations  and  will  focus  on  program  services  and 
participant  engagement  as  demonstrated  by  data  collected  in  the  Contract  Management  System  (CMS), 
as  well  as  participant  satisfaction  as  detailed  in  the  survey-based  outcome  measures  in  the  table  above. 


Reporting 

Funded  agencies  will  also  be  asked  to  participate  in  the  following  activities  specifically  designed  to 
support  effective  performance  measurement  and  evaluation: 

• Use  of  a standardized  contract  monitoring  and  data  tracking  system  to  capture  implementation 
progress,  participant  demographics,  and  participant  attendance. 

• Use  of  a standardized  program  quality  self-assessment  tool  to  ensure  compliance  with  standards 
of  quality. 

Other  Outcome  Measures 

Grantees  may  also  be  required  to  participate  in  a third-party  evaluation  of  the  strategy.  Additional 
outcomes  will  be  developed  for  these  evaluations. 

CRITERIA  FOR  APPLYING 

In  addition  to  meeting  Eligibility  and  Contractual  Requirements,  all  DCYF-funded  agencies  must  meet 
the  criteria  for  applying  in  the  YLEAD  Service  Area  listed  under  the  Minimum  Qualifications  for 
Applicants  section  in  each  strategy. 


Citywide  Policy  Efforts  Influencing  DCYF  Grant  Making: 
Bridge  to  Success 

Bridge  to  Success  is  a partnership  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District  (SFUSD),  the  City  College  of  San  Francisco,  the  San  Francisco  State  University,  and 
community  partners  to  double  the  number  of  youth  who  achieve  college  credentials.  Bridge  to  Success 
focuses  on  changing  policies  and  practices  to  ensure  that  more  San  Francisco  youth — especially  those  with 
barriers — achieve  postsecondary  success. 

While  most  jobs  in  San  Francisco  require  some  postsecondary  training,  we  know  that  far  too  many  of  our 
public  school  students  are  falling  through  the  cracks  and  not  completing  a postsecondary  degree.  By  bringing 
leaders  and  educators  together  across  institutions  and  disciplines,  Bridge  to  Success  looks  at  the  greatest 
barriers  to  student  achievement  and  develops  integrated  solutions  to  overcome  them.  The  effort  currently 
focuses  on  the  following  areas: 

• Completing  High  School:  Doubling  the  number  of  SFUSD  underrepresented  students  who  graduate 
ready  for  college 

• Transitioning  to  Postsecondary:  Increasing  the  number  of  SFUSD  graduates  transitioning  to 
postsecondary  education 

• College  Readiness:  Increasing  the  number  of  students  placing  into  college-level  English  and  Math 
classes 

« Completion  at  College:  Increasing  the  number  of  students  who  successfully  earn  a degree  within  five 
years 

For  more  information  about  Bridge  to  Success,  go  to  www.sfbridgetosuccess.org. 

DCYF  has  begun  this  work  by  convening  city  departments  to  identify  policy  priorities  related  to  trasitional- 
aged  youth  (TAY)  and  working  to  align  funding  strategies  to  address  gaps  in  service.  Through  this  RFP,  we  are 
working  towards  the  goal  of  creating  a coordinated  system  of  supports  in  education,  employment, 
health/wellness,  and  housing  services  so  that  San  Francisco’s  8,000  most  vulnerable  youth  and  young  adults 
can  enjoy  a healthy  transition  to  adulthood. 


In  an  effort  to  enhance  DCYF’s  ability  to  target  investments  by  highest  neighborhood  and/or  population 
needs,  grant  amounts  will  be  allocated  for  specific  program  sites  and  by  specific  cycles.  Agencies  must 
list  separately  the  sites  at  which  a given  YLEAD  program  will  occur  and  the  cycles  within  each  of  those 
sites.  Each  program  must  have  a least  one  site  and  one  cycle,  but  may  propose  multiple  sites  and 
multiple  cycles. 


Program  Sites 

Proposed  Programs  must  note  whether  services  are  provided  at  one  or  more  sites.  While  a given 
program  model  may  apply  to  multiple  sites,  the  population  of  youth  and  the  delivery  of  the  program  may 
vary.  Program  sites  for  YLEAD  programs  can  take  place  in  a public  school,  a parochial  or  independent 
school,  an  SF  Recreation  and  Park  facility,  the  SF  Public  Library,  a public  or  affordable  housing  site,  a 
nonprofit’s  owned  or  leased  space,  at  a faith-based  organization,  or  other  space. 

Program  Cycles 

A cycle  is  a complete  experience  a participant  would  have  in  the  Proposed  Program  with  a distinct 
beginning  and  end,  and  which  culminates  in  the  youth  experiencing  a complete  sequence  of  activities. 
Program  cycles  should  be  categorized  as  school  year,  summer,  or  other.  A cycle  may  be  broken  down 
into  smaller  units  comprised  of  various  activities  over  a set  period  of  time  that  would  be  contained  in 
the  cycle’s  beginning  and  end.  A participant  in  one  complete  cycle  would  experience  all  of  the  different 
components  of  the  Proposed  Program  as  the  applicant  designed  it  to  be  experienced  from  beginning  to 
end. 

Some  programs  design  their  program  to  have  one  cycle.  For  instance,  a program  cycle  may  span  a 
school  year,  but  have  different  activities  broken  into  smaller  weekly  units  in  the  fall  and  spring 
semesters.  Although  there  may  be  different  activities  and  curricula  applied  to  the  different  semesters, 
they  all  lie  within  one  cycle  of  the  program.  Such  a program  would  have  a new  set  of  participants  in  the 
next  cycle  over  the  next  school  year  to  experience  the  same  cycle  of  activities.  Other  programs  design 
multiple  cycles — for  instance,  a program  cycle  that  only  spans  10  weeks  and  enrolls  a new  cohort  of 
participants  four  times  a year  to  experience  the  same  1 0-week  cycle. 

If  two  or  more  distinct  programs  are  proposed  at  a single  program  site,  the  applicant  should  submit 
separate  proposals  for  each  program.  If  the  applicant  is  proposing  one  program  at  one  program  site  that 
the  applicant  thinks  could  fit  the  description  of  more  than  one  YLEAD  strategy,  the  applicant  should 
determine  which  strategy  is  most  closely  aligned  with  the  Proposed  Program  and  submit  one  proposal 
for  that  strategy. 

PROPOSAL  REVIEW 

In  an  effort  to  include  greater  youth  voice  within  DCYF’s  decision  making,  several  YLEAD  strategies  will 
incorporate  youth  reviewers  who  will  score  the  program  design  sections  of  Proposed  Programs.  Youth 
reviewers  will  be  trained  and  will  reflect  some  experience  with  the  type  of  services  they  review.  This 
approach  will  be  focused  on  Specialized  Teen  and  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  strategies,  but  may  also  be 
applied  to  Youth  Workforce  Development  if  deemed  appropriate  and  necessary. 

YLEAD  STRATEGIES 

Descriptions  and  application  questions  follow  for  each  strategy: 

YLEAD  I:  Youth  Empowerment  Fund:  Youth-Led  Organizing 
YLEAD  2:  Youth  Empowerment  Fund:  Youth-Led  Philanthropy 
YLEAD  3:  Specialized  Teen 

YLEAD  4:  Specialized  Teen  - English  Learner  Leadership  Program 
YLEAD  5:  Specialized  Teen  - LGBTQQ  Leadership  and  Allyship  Program 
YLEAD  6:  Specialized  Teen:  Summer  Transitions 
YLEAD  7:  Youth  Workforce  Development 

YLEAD  8:  Youth  Workforce  Development  - High  School  Partnerships 
YLEAD  9:  Youth  Workforce  Development  for  Justice  System  Involved  Youth 
YLEAD  1 0:  Career  Awareness 

YLEAD  1 1:  Creating  and  Managing  Private  Sector  Opportunities 


YOUTH  EMPOWERMENT  FUND  OVERVIEW 


In  November  2000,  San  Francisco  voters  approved 
Proposition  D,  the  Children’s  Amendment,  which 
reauthorized  the  Children’s  Fund  through  June  2015.  As  a part 
of  the  amendment,  DCYF  is  required  to  use  a minimum  of 
three  percent  of  the  Children’s  Fund  for  youth-initiated 
projects,  effectively  establishing  what  is  now  known  as  the 
Youth  Empowerment  Fund  (YEF).  Since  its  inception,  YEF  has 
supported  youth-led  projects  and  programs  to  enable  young 
people  to  define  their  own  services  and  address  issues  that 
their  communities  face. 

Through  the  YEF,  DCYF  brings  youth  leadership  and  voice  in 
community  change  to  the  core  of  its  funding  strategies.  By 
funding  youth  empowerment  programs  that  give  youth 
authentic  power,  the  YEF  challenges  traditional  youth 
development  agencies  and  programs  that  see  youth  purely  as 
receivers  of  services  with  little  voice,  input,  and  power  in  the 
decision-making  process.  The  YEF  sees  youth  as  central 
players  in  decision  making,  offering  youth  respect,  leadership 
development  opportunities,  and  real  information  about  the 
way  the  world  works.  Through  the  YEF,  youth  from  all  over 
San  Francisco  have  the  opportunity  to  apply  for  funding 
toward  their  youth-led  projects,  as  well  as  participate  in  grant 
making,  program  support,  and  evaluation.  The  YEF  believes  the 
following: 

1.  Youth  should  be  making  decisions  that  affect  their  own 
lives. 

2.  Youth  possess  the  knowledge  and  ability  to  be  leaders  in 
their  communities. 

3.  Youth  should  have  access  to  resources  to  define  their 
own  programs  and  opportunities. 

Compared  to  traditional  youth  development  programs,  youth  empowerment  programs  can  develop 
stronger  youth-adult  relationships,  produce  greater  leadership  opportunities  for  youth,  and  are  equally 
effective  in  building  sense  of  safety  and  developing  skills  to  be  connected  and  engaged  citizens.  Beyond 
meeting  youth  development  outcomes,  youth  empowerment  programs  are  also  able  to  provide  youth 
with  political  knowledge  and  skills,  an  increased  sense  of  efficacy  and  agency,  a stronger  sense  of 
personal  and  civic  identity,  and  increased  democratic  values  (for  example,  empathy  and  appreciation  for 
diversity).  With  this  guiding  frame,  YEF-funded  projects  push  agencies,  community  residents,  and 
decision  makers  to  change  the  way  they  perceive  and  interact  with  youth  by  providing  a view  of  youth 
as  positive  contributors  and  caring  members  of  the  community. 

Aside  from  the  two  YEF  strategies  within  this  RFP,  the  YEF  also  administers  a mini-grants  program, 
facilitates  the  Youth  Warrior  Awards  and  Fellowship,  and  sponsors  citywide  events  such  as  Youth 
Advocacy  Day.  For  more  information  on  the  YEF,  visit  www.yefsf.org. 

THE  YOUTH  EMPOWERMENT  FUND  ADVISORY  BOARD 

The  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Advisory  Board  (YEFAB)  Is  made  up  of  eight  to  twelve  youth  ages  15 
to  20  from  throughout  San  Francisco  and  provides  leadership  and  oversight  to  the  YEF.  YEFAB 
partners  with  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  to  ensure  that  youth  voices  are  incorporated  at 
every  decision-making  level.  YEFAB  is  responsible  for  providing  feedback  on  the  overall  design  and 


Citywide  Policy  Efforts 
Influencing  DCYF  Grant 
Making: 

San  Francisco  Youth 
Commission 

The  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  partners  with 
the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  to 
strengthen  the  voice  of  youth  in  San 
Francisco.  While  the  YEF  can  provide 
agencies  with  the  funding  support  for  youth- 
led  community  change,  alignment  with  the 
Youth  Commission  is  critical  to  the  success 
of  any  youth-led  change  in  San  Francisco. 

The  Youth  Commission  is  a body  of  17  San 
Franciscans  between  the  ages  of  1 2 and  23. 
The  commission  is  responsible  for  advising 
the  board  of  supervisors  and  the  mayor  on 
policies  and  laws  related  to  young  people. 
The  Youth  Commission  is  also  charged  with 
providing  comment  and  recommendation  on 
all  proposed  laws  that  would  primarily  affect 
youth  before  the  board  takes  final  action.  In 
particular,  the  Youth  Commission  is  charged 
with  "identifying  the  unmet  needs'*  of  San 
Francisco’s  children  and  youth  through  a 
variety  of  methods.  These  include  researching 
existing  government  and  private  programs 
and  sources  of  funding  for  such  services, 
holding  public  forums,  and  cooperating  with 
existing  advocacy  agencies. 


implementation  of  the  YEF,  making  decisions  on  funding  YEF  programs,  and  evaluating  and  assessing  the 
work  of  the  YEF's  funded  program.  Programs  funded  through  the  two  YEF  strategies  are  expected  to 
engage  with  YEFAB  members  and  participate  in  various  evaluations,  trainings,  and  events  sponsored  by 
YEFAB. 

2013-16  YEF  GOALS 

1.  Build  the  Youth  Development  Field  to  Support  Youth-Led  Projects 

The  YEF  provides  youth  with  opportunities  to  develop  leadership  skills,  and  creates  concrete 
opportunities  and  resources  for  youth  to  define  and  implement  their  own  projects.  While  some 
agencies  are  equipped  to  support  youth-led  projects,  many  are  not,  and  DCYF  seeks  to 
strengthen  the  field  to  authentically  engage  youth  and  give  youth  power. 

2.  Promote  the  Continuum  of  Youth  Engagement  in  Community  Change 

DCYF  recognizes  the  important  role  youth  can  play  in  shaping  their  communities  through 
collective  empowerment  and  systemic  change.  DCYF  wishes  to  continue  supporting  not  only 
youth  development  and  leadership,  but  their  critical  efforts  to  build,  improve,  and  provide  sen/ice 
to  the  larger  community  throughout  San  Francisco. 


The  Continuum  of  Youth  Engagement 

INTERVENTION 

DEVELOPMENT 

COLLECTIVE  EMPOWERMENT 

SYSTEMIC 

CHANGE 

YOUTH  SERVICES 
APPROACH 

YOUTH 

DEVELOPMENT 

YOUTH 

LEADERSHIP 

CIVIC 

ENGAGEMENT 

YOUTH 

ORGANIZING 

Includes  components 
of  youth  development 
opprooch  plus: 

Includes  components  of 
youth  development  and 
youth  leadership  plus: 

Includes  components 
of  youth  development, 
youth  leadership,  and 
civic  engagement  plus: 

• Defines  young 
people  as  clients 

• Provides  services  to 
address  individual 
problems  and 
pathologies  of 
young  people 

• Services 
defined  around 
treatment  and 
prevention 

• Provides  services 
and  support,  access 
to  caring  adults,  and 
safe  spaces 

• Provides 
opportunities 
for  the  growth 

and  development  of 
young  people 

• Meets  young  people 
where  they  are 

• Builds  young 
people's  individual 
competencies 

• Provides  age- 
appropriate 
support 

• Emphasizes 
positive  self-identity 

• Supports  youth 
adult  partnerships 

• Builds  in  authentic 
youth  leadership 
opportunities  within 
services  and 
agency 

• Helps  young  people 
deepen  historical 
and  cultural 
understanding 

of  their 

experiences  and 
community  issues 

• Builds  skills  and 
capacities  of  young 
people  to  be 
decision 

makers  and 
problem  solvers 

• Youth  participate  in 
community 
projects 

• Engages  young 
people  in  political 
education  and 

awareness 

• Builds  skills  and 
capacity  for  power 
analysis  and  action 
around  issues  young 
people  identify 

• Begins  to  help 
young  people  build 
collective  identity  of 
young  people  as 
social  change  agents 

• Engages  young 
people 

in  advocacy  and 
negotiation 

• Builds  a 
membership 
base 

• Involves  youth  as 
part  of  core  staff 
and  governing  body 

• Engages  in  direct 
action  and  political 
mobilizing 

• Engages  in  alliances 
and  coalitions 

3.  Connect,  Collaborate,  and  Celebrate  Youth  Leaders  Citywide 

Youth  leaders  are  often  exceptional  because  they  serve  as  leaders  not  only  of  their  peers  but  of  the 
larger  community,  and  the  YEF  honors  that.  The  YEF  strongly  believes  in  bringing  youth  leaders  together 
to  network  and  build  ties  across  neighborhoods  and  communities,  which  breaks  down  unnecessary 
barriers  and  allows  for  peer  learning,  sharing  of  vital  information  and  resources,  cooperative  strategizing, 
and  movement  building. 


Ucment  D 


The  Department  oS  Children,  Youth  and  Their  Families 

is  looking  for 


atfeiil:  ttif  years  fsa  ttic  altf  San  Francisco 


FOR  MORE  INFORMATION 
AND  TO  SIGN  UP  VISIT 

WWW.SURVEYMONKEY.COM/S/YOUTHREVIEWERREGISTRATION 

all  eligible  youth  will  receive  a $50  honorarium  for  participating  in  this  exciting  process 

Register  by  December  10 


For  ANY  questions  about  becoming  a Youth  Reviewer, 
contact  Prishni  Murillo  at  (415)934-4840  or  pmurillo@dcyf.org 


Payday  Lenders: 

• Payday  lenders  offer  short-term  cash  loans  to  customers. 

• There  are  only  three  requirements  to  get  a loan: 

1.  Identification 

2.  Proof  of  income 

3.  Checking  Account 

• The  borrower  writes  a personal  check  with  a future  date,  usually  for  two  weeks.  The  payday 
lender  holds  the  check  until  the  borrower's  next  payday  when  the  check  will  be  cashed. 

• The  customers  get  money  the  same  day  they  apply  for  a loan;  if  they  write  the  check  for  $300, 
they  get  $255  in  cash  because  they  are  paying  a $45  fee  for  the  loan. 

• That  fee. translates  to  over  400%  APR,  which  is  incredibly  high  when  you  think  about  credit  card 
APRS  (12%  to  25%  APR),  and  mortgage  loans,  which  are  at  5%  APR  right  now. 

• Payday  Lenders  are  usually  located  in  specific  neighborhoods,  mostly  low-income  neighborhood 
and  communities  of  color  and  around  military  bases. 


Customers: 

• They  are  usually  moderate-income  to  low-income. 

• Usually  want  a small  loan  under  $300.00. 

• They  lack  of  access  to  mainstream  financial  institutions  (banks  and  credit  unions)  due  to: 

o Bank  and  Credit  Unions  not  located  in  their  community  or  too  far  away  from  them, 
o Unable  to  open  an  account  due  to  high  minimum  requirement, 
o Not  having  the  proper  documentation  to  open  an  account. 

• Unable  to  gel  a loan  at  a mainstream  financial  institution  due  to: 

o No  credit  or  bad  credit. 

o Amount  requested  might  be  too  small  for  banks  to  process 

• Borrowers  typically  roll  over  their  loan  6 times,  meaning  they  pay  the  $45  fee  six  times  for  the  same 
loan.  Some  borrowers  have  several  loans  from  different  lenders  at  once. 


Other  Key  Facts  About  Payday  Lenders: 

• The  Payday  loan  APR  is  25  times  higher  than  the  average  loan  APR  of  18%. 

• There  are  more  payday  lenders  in  California  than  McDonalds  and  Starbucks  combined. 

• The  federal  government  has  enforced  a payday  loan  36  % rate  cap  to  protect  military 
personnel  and  their  families,  yet  has  not  done  anything  to  protect  the  rest  of  us. 

• 16  States  in  the  U.S.  have  banned  triple  digit  interest  rates  of  payday  lenders. 

• In  California,  the  maximum  annual  interest  rate  allowed  for  these  loans  is  459%  APR. 


SAissioni?r 

Community  Financial  Center 


To  further  learn  about  Payday  Lenders  and  fringe  outlet  concentration.  New  ERA  walked  on 
Mission  Street  from  16th  Street  to  23rd  Street,  the  neighborhood  most  impacted  by  fringe 
services  in  ail  of  San  Francisco.  Through  their  community  mapping,  youth  leaders  kept  track  of 
the  following: 

• # of  banks  and  credit  unions 

• # of  fringe  services  (payday  lenders,  check  cashers  and  pawn  shops) 

• ATM's 

• Ethnic  background  of  people,  age  and  languages  spoken 

• How  safe  they  felt  walking 

• Types  of  living  spaces,  access  to  basic  needs,  such  as  food  and  transportation 


HIGHLIGHTS  FROM  NEW  ERA'S  COMMUNITY  MAPPING  WALK: 

Financial  Institutions  and  Fringe  Services- 

• 6 Banks 

• 24  Payday  Lenders  / Check  Cashers 

• 4 Pawn  Shops— some  offered  payday  loans 

• 11  ATM's 


Most  of  the  banks  are  located  where  commuters  pass  by,  such  as  on  16th  Street  and  between 
22nd  to  24th  Streets.  Walking  along  Mission  Street,  it  seems  that  the  Mission  is  inundated  with 
payday  lenders,  about  3-4  per  block.  There  were  many  pawn  shops  as  well,  filled  with  people's 
stuff  (i.e.  musical  instruments,  home  appliances,  jewelry  and  gardening  equipment). 


Ethnic  Background-Latino,  African  American  and  White 


Age-Most  of  the  people  seen  to  be  in  their  30's. 

Language-English  and  Spanish 

Feeling  Safe-  Walking  through  Mission  Street  felt  comfortable  for  most  of  the  youth  because 
they  have  grown  up  in  the  neighborhood.  Some  youth  mentioned  they  would  avoid  walking  in 
some  areas  at  night.  They  have  noticed  that  parts  of  the  Mission  Corridor  seem  safer  than 
others,  as  wells  as  cleaner.  There  seem  to  be  a lot  of  new  businesses  and  condos  being  built.  For 
example:  Between  16th  and  17th  Streets  youth  did  not  fee!  safe  because  it  seems  people  were 
just  hanging  out  of  cars  and  in  front  of  businesses.  Between  17,h  and  18th  Streets  seemed 
cleaner  youth  noticed  new  restaurants. 


Living  Spaces-  There  seems  to  apartments,  condos  and  motels. 


Access  to  basic  needs-  There  were  many  grocery  stores  and  a lot  of  resturants.  There  is  access 
to  buses;  it  a high  transit  street. 
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In  partnership  with  four  youth  from  United  Playaz,  New  ERA  did  some  community  mapping  in 
lower  24th  Street  and  Market  Street  between  8th  Street  and  5th  Street.  Market  Street  has 
pockets  of  fringe  services  in  areas  lacking  access  to  mainstream  services.  Through  their 
community  mapping,  youth  leaders  kept  track  of  the  following: 


# of  banks  and  credit  unions 

# of  fringe  services  (payday  lenders,  check  cashiers  and  pawn 
Ethnic  background  of  people,  age,  and  languages  spoken 
How  safe  they  felt  walking 

Types  of  living  spaces,  access  to  basic  needs,  such  as  food 
and  transportation 


HIGHLIGHTS  FROM  LOWER  24th  STREET: 


shops) 


Financial  Institutions  and  Fringe  Services- 

• No  Banks  or  Credit  Unions 

• 6 Payday  Lenders 

• 2 Pawn  Shops 

• 3 Check  Cashers 


Walking  down  lower  24th  Street  youth  leaders  saw  only  fringe  services,  despite  seeing  a 
vibrant  community  filled  with  families,  young  people  and  mid  30's  adults. 


Ethnic  Background-  Latino  and  White 


Age-  Most  of  the  people  seem  to  be  in  their  30's. 


Language-  Spanish  and  English 

Feeling  Safe-  For  the  most  part  there  are  a lot  of  people,  families  buying  their  groceries  and 
people  walking  on  the  street.  Yet,  in  some  parts  there  were  people  drunk  or  homeless 
sleeping  on  the  ground. 

Living  Space  - Apartments  mostly 

Access  to  basic  needs-  There  were  many  grocery  stores  and  a lot  of  resturants.  There  is 
access  to  buses,  it  a high  transit  street. 

— — — SAissioni?r 

Community  financial  Center 


In  partnership  with  four  youth  from  United  Playaz,  New  ERA  did  some  community  mapping  in 
lower  24th  Street  and  Market  Street  between  8th  Street  and  5th  Street.  Market  Street  has 
pockets  of  fringe  services  in  areas  lacking  access  to  mainstream  services.  Through  their 
community  mapping,  youth  leaders  kept  track  of  the  following: 

• tf  of  banks  and  credit  unions 

• # of  fringe  services  (payday  lenders,  check  cashiers  and  pawn  shops) 

• Ethnic  background  of  people,  age,  and  languages  spoken 

• How  safe  they  felt  walking 

• Types  of  living  spaces,  access  to  basic  needs,  such  as  food  and  transportation 


HIGHLIGHTS  FROM  5th  to  8th  STREETS  ON  MARKET: 

Financial  Institutions  and  Fringe  Services 

• 2 Banks 

• 4 Payday  Lenders/  Check  Cashers 

• 1 Pawn  Shops 

Banks  were  located  on  8th  Street,  near  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  yet  between  8th  and 
5th  Streets  there  was  only  access  to  fringe  services.  Youth  leaders  from  United  Playaz 
mentioned  that  most  of  the  people  living  in  that  area  are  low-income  residents  living  in 
motels  and  low-income  housing. 

Ethnic  Background-  White  and  African  American 

Age-  Most  of  the  people  seem  to  be  in  their  30-40's. 

Language-  English 

Feeling  Safe-  During  the  community  mapping  there  were  a lot  of  people  walking  around. 

Youth  leaders  saw  a lot  of  people  in  the  corner  of  7th  and  Market  hanging  around  infront  of  a 
payday  lender.  Also  on  Market  street  and  Jones  street  there  were  people  selling  drugs  in 
front  of  a payday  lender.  It  seems  like  the  streets  were  clean  througout  Market  Street.  Youth 
leaders  noticed  there  was  a change  between  those  streets  and  the  rest  of  Market  Street  in 
either  direction. 

Living  Space-  Motels  mostly  and  there  were  many  office  spaces. 

Access  to  basic  needs-  There  were  mostly  fast  food  places  and  resturants.  Market  Street  is 
full  of  transportation  with  various  bus  lines,  metro  and  BART. 
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Oversight: 

■ Better  oversight  of  payday  lenders  to  make  sure  they  are  following  the  rules. 
• Enforce  the  San  Francisco  ordinance  to  prohibit  new  payday  lender  licenses. 
" Look  into  other  places  giving  short-term  loans  at  high  rates. 


Require  payday  lenders  to  lower  their  APR  and/or  cap  their  rates  at  36%  like 
16  other  states  and  the  Department  of  Defense  have  already  done. 


Increase  of  amount  of  taxes  they  need  to  pay  and/or  make  sure  they  are 
paying  taxes. 


Require  payday  lenders  to  pay  a mitigation  fee  for  the  harm  they  cause  and  use  the  money  collected  to  help 
families  and  youth  learn  how  to  save  and  manage  their  money. 


■ Warning  label  in  Payday  Lender  contract  to  show  the  real  costas  an  APR  so  consumers  have  the  real 
information,  like  credit  card  companies  had  to  do  with  their  minimum  payments  on  consumer 
statements. 


New  Opportunities  and  Resources 
* Offer  free  financial  planning  to  San  Francisco  residents. 

FINANCIAL  INSTITUTION  RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Banks  and  credit  unions  can  create  more  savings  opportunity  through: 

■ Lowering  minimum  initial  deposit  and  balance  requirements  to  make  it  affordable 
for  people  to  open  accounts  and  make  it  easy  for  people  to  access  services. 

■ Offering  easy  to  set  up  "Rainy-Day"  or  Emergency  Fund  savings  accounts. 

YOUTH  AND  FAMILY  SUPPORT  AGENCY  RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Youth  and  family  support  agencies  can  make  sure  they  are  tapping  into  the  financial  resources  and  opportunities: 

a Participate  in  existing  efforts,  like  MY  Path,  Payday  Plus  SF,  Bank  on  San  Francisco,  K2C  to  get  more  children, 
youth  and  families  accessing  financial  services  and  education. 

m Ensure  ail  youth  that  are  receiving  stipends  or  wages  have  access  to  accounts  and  financial  education  to 
ensure  they  understand  their  options  and  can  develop  money  management  and  saving  habits  before  they 
transition  to  adulthood. 

■ Make  sure  all  staff  know  about  these  resources  for  their  own  benefit  to  manage  their  money  well  and  set  a 
good  example  for  youth  and  families. 

RECOMMENDATION  FOR  ALL  OF  US:  SPREAD  THE  WORD!! 

■ Support  New  ERA'S  community  campaign  to  raise  awareness  about  dangers  of  using  payday  using  a Warning 
Label  Campaign  (like  cigarettes,  alcohol  and  poison  have  warning  labels)  and  help  spread  the  word! 
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New  ERA  RECOMMENDATIONS  FOR  CONSUMERS 


1.  Budgeting:  It  is  necessary  to  keep  track  of  our 
money  so  we  spend  it  wisely.  If  we  don't,  we 
might  spend  the  money  we  needed  to  pay  the 
bills  without  even  noticing.  A good  way  to  do  it 
is  add  up  the  income  you  receive  and  then 
subtract  ail  the  expenses.  If  you  get  a positive 
number,  you  are  spending  less  than  you  make, 
which  is  good,  if  you  have  a negative  number, 
you  are  spending  more  than  you  earn.  You 
should  probably  revise  your  spending  and  see 
where  you  can  cut  back. 


2.  Working  on  Payment  Plans  with  Creditors: 
The  best  alternative  to  payday  loans  is  for 
consumers  to  deal  directly  with  their  debt.  Many 
creditors  will  negotiate  partial  payments  if  a 
payment  plan  is  in  place.  Working  out  a payment 
plan  with  creditors  can  allow  the  consumer  to 
adjust  billing  to  pay  off  bills  over  a longer  period 
of  time. 


3.  Advances  from  Employers:  Some  employers 
grant  paycheck  advances  to  employees.  Because 
this  is  a true  advance,  and  not  a loan,  there  is  no 
interest  and  the  advance  is  therefore  cheaper 
than  a payday  loan. 


4.  Emergency  Assistance  Programs:  San 
Francisco  offers  various  programs  to  help  its 
residents  pay  for  rent,  bills,  healthcare  and  other 
fundamental  necessities.  This  could  be  a way  to 
cut  biils  and  make  life  more  affordable. 


interest)  with  quick  approval  on  an  emergency 
basis.  Unlike  payday  loans,  these  loans  give  the 
borrowers  a real  chance  to  repay  with  longer 
payback  periods  and  smaller  payments. 


6.  Cash  Advances  on  Credit  Cards:  Credit  cards 
offer  cash  advances  to  customers.  Once  an 
advance  is  used  it  will  be  reflected  in  the  credit 
card  monthly  statement.  A customer  could 
manage  their  payment  as  they  would  any  other 
charge  in  their  statement.  This  is  a better  option 
since  the  interest  rate  is  usually  more  affordable 
then  a payday  loan. 


7.  Savings  Account:  It  is  a good  idea  to  start  a 
savings  account  so  that  our  money  Is  in  a secure 
place  and  can  gain  some  interest.  It  is  good  to 
have  some  money  put  away  for  unexpected 
expenses  or  situations  like  being  without  a job 
and  income.  It  can  also  help  in  saving  up  for  a 
major  purchase  such  as  a car,  home,  or  vacation. 
It  is  even  good  to  help  plan  for  your  future 
retirement. 


8.  Borrow  from  a friend/family  member:  It  never 
hurts  to  ask  a person  we  trust  if  they  have  any 
extra  cash  they  can  let  us  borrow.  This  is  more 
convenient  because  most  times,  these  people  will 
lend  us  the  money  without  charging  interest.  We 
will  also  have  the  support  and  understanding  of 
that  person  so  that  we  don’t  stress  about  paying 
back  on  time. 


5.  Credit  Union  Loans:  Many  credit  unions  offer 
small,  short-term  loans  to  their  members.  Some 
credit  unions  also  offer  free  financial  counseling 
and  a savings  plan  to  help  members  get  back  on 
their  feet.  Many  other  credit  unions  offer  very 
low  interest  rate  loans  {prime  to  18%  annual 


9.  Hold  a sale:  Often  we  have  things  we  don't 
even  need  or  use,  so  why  not  hold  a garage  sale? 
You  can  also  go  around  selling  something  you 
made,  for  example  it  can  be  food,  artifacts,  or 
even  a lemonade  stand. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Draft  - Minutes 


Monday,  December  3, 2012 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1 . Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMErTTS  DEPT 

DEC  1 7 2012 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Mia  Shackelford,  Chair  , 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 

Chairwoman  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:  22  p.m. 

The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Sarah  Armstrong,  Brian  Chu,  Ramon  Gomez, 
Iris  Alejandra  Guzman-Ramos,  Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Paul  Monge- 
Rodriguez,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Nicholas  Persky,  Mia  Shackelford,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu, 
and  Ariel  Yu.  Commissioners  absent:  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion,  Kyron  Covington,  and 
Vanessa  Warri.  Staff  present:  Mario  Yedidia,  Phimy  Truong. 

There  was  quorum. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 


There  was  no  public  comment. 


Commissioner  Chu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to  approve  the 
agenda.  The  agenda  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 


A.  November  5,  2012 
(Document  A) 


There  was  no  public  comment. 


Commissioner  Yu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  moved  to  approve  the  minutes  to 
the  meeting  of  November  5,  2012.  The  minutes  were  approved  by  acclamation. 


4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 
There  were  none. 


1 


5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

The  Youth  Commission’s  Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and  Administration,  Phimy 
Truong,  gave  a staff  report  to  commissioners.  Ms.  Truong  started  by  giving  an  overview  of 
the  Youth  Commission’s  third  staff  position.  Since  its  first  year  (fiscal  year  1996-1997)  and 
up  until  November  2008,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  budged  three  full  time  staff  to  help 
the  commission  carry  out  its  chartered  duties.  The  Youth  Commission  office  had  advocated 
for  the  third  position  for  the  2012-2013  year.  The  office  received  a total  of  106  applications 
for  the  position.  The  Youth  Commission  staff  planned  on  scheduling  interviews  for  the  week 
of  December  10th,  and  making  a decision  by  December  17th.  Ms.  Truong  thanked 
commissioners  for  their  support  and  outreach.  Ms.  Truong  also  reminded  commissioners 
1 that  the  midyear  retreat  dates  are  January  12th  and  13th,  2013.  Ms.  Truong  shared  th£t  staff 
will  be  updating  the  Youth  Commission’s  2013  committee  meeting  calendar  and  would  be 
sending  that  out  to  commissioners  before  the  holiday  break. 

The  Youth  Commission  also  welcomed  back  Mario  Yedidia,  the  Director  of  the  Youth 
Commission.  Mr.  Yedidia  expressed  his  gratitude  to  commissioners  and  shared  that  he  was 
impressed  with  the  work  of  the  commission  during  his  leave  of  absence. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Legislative  Affairs  Officer  Monge-Rodriguez  gave  detailed  updates  on  the  following  Youth 
Commission  legislative  work:  Supervisor  Kim’s  budget  supplemental  proposal  to  give  $2.7 
million  to  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  will  be  heard  at  the  Board  of  Supervisor’s 
meeting  of  Tuesday,  December  4th,  at  3pm.  Community  advocates,  the  joint  Youth 
Commission  and  Student  Advisory  Council  Education  committee,  and  Board  of  Education 
members  have  reached  out  to  Supervisors  to  express  their  support.  Commissioner  Monge- 
Rodriguez  will  be  at  the  meeting  on  December  4 , and  urged  his  colleagues  to  join  him  in 
supporting  the  legislation  they  supported  in  October. 

Commissioner  Monge  Rodriguez  also  gave  an  update  on  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  campaign. 
The  final  vote  for  the  pilot  program  will  take  place  at  the  MTA  Board  of  Directors  meeting  of 
Tuesday,  December  4th,  at  1pm.  This  will  be  the  final  vote  to  approve  the  pilot  program,  after 
three  years  of  Youth  Commission’s  work  on  this  issue  with  community  members  and  allies. 
Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  thanked  his  colleagues  for  their  work,  and  urged 
commissioners  to  join  him  at  the  MTA  Board  meeting. 

Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  were  none. 
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8.  Presentations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  San  Francisco  District  Attorney’s  Office:  An  Overview  of  the  department  with  a special 
focus  on  youth  initiatives 

Presenter:  George  Gascon,  District  Attorney 
(Document  B) 

Chairwoman  Shackelford  explained  that  the  District  Attorney  had  a conflict  in  his  schedule 
and  had  to  cancel  this  presentation.  The  Youth  Commission  looked  forward  to  a 
presentation  from  the  District  Attorney’s  office  at  a future  meeting. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

B.  Overview  of  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families’  Request  for  Proposals 
for  Available  Funds  for  Children  and  Youth  Services  in  San  Francisco;  the  Youth 
Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  Service  Area  (YLEAD) 

Presenter:  Prishni  Murillo,  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  Manager,  Department  of  Children, 
Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF) 

(Documents  C,  D) 

Prishni  Murillo,  Youth  Empowerment  Fund  manager  at  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth, 
and  their  Families  (DCYF),  gave  an  overview  of  the  $$22  million  the  department  would  be 
giving  out  in  the  request  for  proposals  (RFP)  process.  The  current  RFPs  had  culminated 
from  a three  year  developmental  process,  which  included  the  department's  Community 
Needs  Assessment  and  the  Children’s  Services  Allocation  Plan.  Ms.  Murillo  spoke  about  the 
RFPs  concerning  two  services  areas:  the  Out  of  School  Time  area  and  the  Youth, 
Leadership,  Empowerment,  and  Development  (Y-LEAD)  service  area.  Ms.  Murillo  then  gave 
a quick  overview  of  the  YLEAD  strategies  for  teens.  Ms.  Murillo  then  gave  an  overview  of 
the  YLEAD  strategies  and  projected  that  the  department  would  receive  about  600  requests 
for  proposals.  The  deadline  for  the  proposal  would  be  on  January  17,  2013. 

Ms.  Murillo  then  gave  a quick  overview  of  the  Youth  Empowerment  Fund’s  process  of 
recruiting  youth  reviewers  for  the  proposals  received.  She  spoke  about  the  importance  of 
having  youth  perspective  in  the  reviewing  process.  The  criteria  for  youth  reviewers  included 
being  between  the  ages  of  14  and  21  years  old,  a resident  of  San  Francisco,  have 
experience  in  youth  programs,  and  attend  the  required  orientations  and  sign  a conflict  of 
interest  forms  stating  commitment  to  be  unbiased  during  the  review  process.  The  mandatory 
orientations  would  be  on  Wednesday,  January  9,  2013  and  Saturday,  January  12,  2013.  Ms 
Murillo  passed  flyers  out  to  commissioners,  and  urged  them  to  outreach  to  their  peers  and  to 
participate  as  a youth  reviewer. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Chairwoman  Shackelford  thanked  Ms.  Murillo  for  her  time  and  work  with  the  Youth 
Commission.  She  urged  her  peers  to  help  with  outreach. 

C.  Presentation  on  Mission  SF  Federal  Credit  Union’s  New  Economic  Rights  for  All  (New 
ERA)  and  request  for  endorsement  of  New  Era’s  community  campaign  to  urge  youth  to 
open  savings  accounts  and  raise  awareness  about  the  dangers  of  using  payday  lenders 
Presenters:  Margaret  Libby,  Executive  Director,  Mission  SF;  Glenda  Flores,  Mission  SF,  and 
New  Economic  Rights  for  All  (New  ERA)  program  participants 
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Chairwoman  Shackelford  welcomed  Mission  SF  Federal  Credit  Union’s  New  Economic 
Rights  for  All  (New  ERA)  to  the  meeting. 

New  ERA  program  participants  introduced  themselves  and  then  provided  background  on  the 
program.  The  program  works  to  increase  financial  literacy  among  communities  in  San 
Francisco  - in  particular,  vulnerable  communities,  from  predatory  payday  lenders.  The 
current  cohort  of  the  New  ERA  program  participants  is  the  third  of  its  kind  at  Mission  SF. 
Youth  participants  then  provided  an  overview  on  payday  lenders  and  how  their  financial 
services  are  easily  accessible  to  and  purposefully  prey  on  low  income  poor  and  working 
communities.  These  institutions  provide  loans  that  are,  on  average,  25  times  higher  than  the 
average  interest  rates  at  non-predatory  institutions.  In  San  Francisco,  most  payday  lenders 
are  concentrated  in  the  Tenderloin,  Bayview/Hunter's  Point,  Mission,  and  parts  of  the 
Excelsior  district.  Youth  participants  also  underscored  how  low-income  people  with  bad 
credit  are  especially  targeted  by  payday  lenders. 

New  ERA  participants  then  spoke  about  the  alternatives  to  using  payday  lenders,  which 
include  applying  to  use  credit  unions  and/or  local  banks;  personal  budgeting;  and  being 
creative.  Participants  urged  the  Youth  Commission  to  motion  to  support  New  ERA’S 
campaign  which  includes  a petition  urging  San  Francisco,  DCYF,  and  youth  employment 
agencies  to  discourage  the  use  of  payday  lenders,  and  encourage  all  youth  receiving 
stipends  to  open  a savings  account.  Program  participants  also  asked  for  the  commission’s 
assistance  in  setting  up  meetings  with  Supervisors  from  Districts  6,  9,  10,  and  11. 

Commissioners  Chu,  Persky,  and  Monge-Rodriguez  thanked  New  ERA  program  participants 
for  their  presentation.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  committed  to  working  with  new  ERA 
to  develop  legislation  and  further  their  work. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Armstrong,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Huynh  moved  to  support  New  ERA’S 
campaign  which  includes  the  petition  urging  San  Francisco,  DCYF,  and  youth  employment 
agencies  to  discourage  the  use  of  payday  lenders,  and  encourage  youth  receiving  stipends 
to  open  a savings  account.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Report  analyzing  the  recreation-focused  survey  results  of  youth  detained  in  the  Juvenile 
Justice  Center 

Presenters:  Commissioners  Angel  Carrion,  Ramon  Gomez,  and  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez 

Commissioners  Monge-Rodriguez  and  Gomez  read  their  draft  email  to  Chief  William 
Siffermann.  Commissioners  Cu,  Armstrong,  Shackelford,  Tu  Mutch  and  Yu  asked  clarifying 
questions.  Youth  Justice  Committee  members  explained  that  they  did  not  want  the  full  Youth 
Commission  to  sign  off  on  this  document;  rather,  they  plan  to  send  the  email  to  the  Chief  as 
a committee 

There  was  no  public  comment. 
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There  was  no  official  action  on  this  item. 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

Commissioner  Persky  invited  his  colleagues  to  attend  the  first  planning  meeting  for  the 
proposed  regional  youth  commission  action  summit  (to  be  held  tentatively  in  spring  2013). 
This  planning  meeting  will  be  Friday,  December  7 at  5pm  in  the  Youth  Commission  office 
(room  345  of  City  Hall). 

B.  Education  Committee 

Commissioner  Chu  explained  to  his  colleagues  that  the  committee  had  drafted  a resolution 
regarding  the  achievement  gap;  this  will  likely  be  heard  at  the  next  full  Youth  Commission 
meeting  of  December  17. 

The  next  Education  Committee  meeting  is  set  for  this  Wednesday,  December  5 at  5pm. 

C.  Employment  Committee 

Commissioner  Huynh  told  her  colleagues  that,  much  like  the  Education  Committee,  the 
Employment  Committee  has  recently  completed  a draft  of  a resolution.  The  Education 
Committee’s  resolution  calls  on  the  City  to  continue  Summer  Jobs+. 

Commissioner  Persky  told  his  colleagues  that  he  and  Commissioner  Covington  were 
beginning  to  talk  about  howto  develop  legislative  work  that  would  highlight  how  San 
Francisco  could  help  implement  the  Obama  Administration’s  “deferred  action''  policy  that 
provides  young  undocumented  immigrants  who  came  to  the  United  States  at  an  especially 
young  age  with  a legal  status. 

The  next  Youth  Employment  committee  meeting  is  set  for  tomorrow,  Tuesday,  December  4, 
at  5pm. 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  age 
Youth  Issues  Committee 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  updated  her  colleagues  on  the  committee’s  productive  meeting  last 
week.  The  committee  has  been  working  with  the  Department  of  Public  Health  to  help 
implement  Chapter  12N  of  the  Administrative  Code;  the  committee  has  agreed  to  pursue 
developing  policy  recommendations  to  help  prohibit  evictions  or  small  site  apartment 
complexes  and  to  make  intake  forms  used  by  social  service  agencies  as  LGBTQQ-friendly 
as  possible. 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  updated  his  colleagues  on  the  committee's  meeting  last 
week.  The  committee  has  been  working  on  the  report  analyzing  survey  results  of  youth 
detained  at  juvenile  hall,  and  planned  on  foliowing  up  with  Chief  Siffermann 

The  next  Youth  Justice  committee  meeting  is  set  for  Thursday,  December  13;  at  5pm. 
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F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 


Commissioner  Yu  updated  her  colleagues  on  the  Youth  Advisory  Council’s  work  to  be 
readers  of  the  DCYF  RFPs  that  Prishni  Murillo  spoke  to  earlier  in  the  meeting. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Armstrong,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

Commissioner  Armstrong  explained  that  November  5 was  the  night  of  a school  play  in  which 
she  had  a lead  role. 

Commissioner  Chu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Yu,  moved  to  authorize  this  absence.  This 
motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Commissioner  Carrion,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

This  item  was  tabled  as  Commissioner  Carrion  was  not  at  the  meeting. 

C.  Commissioner  Gomez,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

Commissioner  Gomez  explained  that  he  had  a mandatory  job  interview  for  Juma  Ventures 
the  evening  of  November  5th. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Huynh,  moved  to  authorize  this 
absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

D.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez,  Monday,  November  5,  2012 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  explained  that  he  was  working  as  a political  organizer  on  a 
number  of  elections  - and  that  November  5 was  the  night  before  Election  Day. 

Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Taumoepeau,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  invited  her  colleagues  to  a number  of  events:  including  a Gay 
Straight  Alliance  sponsored  event  at  Mission  High  School  and  a holiday  party  at  Lavender 
Youth  Recreation  Information  Center  (LYRIC)  on  December  19th  from  5-7  p.m.  for  youth 
ages  24  and  under.  She  also  noted  that  December  W'*'  is  International  Day  to  End  Violence 
Against  Sex  Workers. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  invited  everyone  to  a queer,  Jewish  Hanukkah  party  at  the 
Contemporary  Jewish  Museum  on  December  14th. 
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Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  invited  his  colleagues  to  the  "Next  Stop:  Justice"  event  this 
Thursday,  December  6th  at  6pm. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

13.  Adjournment 


There  being  no  more  business  before  the  Commission,  Chair  Shackelford  adjourned  the 
meeting  at  6:52pm. 
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San  Francisco  Youth  Commission 
Agenda 

Monday,  December  17, 2D  12 
5:15pm~8:00pm 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1.  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  PI. 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

There  will  be  public  comment  on  each  item. 


Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 

1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  December  3,  2012 
(Document  A) 

4.  Public  Comment  on  Items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 
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GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

DEC  1 7 2012 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 


8.  Presentations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Presentation  and  request  for  endorsement  of  the  5th  Annual  Know  Justice  Conference 
Presenter:  Nadiyah  Shereff,  Advocacy  Coordinator,  Center  for  Young  Women’s 
Development 
(Document  B) 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  (First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-05  - Continuing  Summer  Jobs+ 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Covington,  Huynh,  Persky,  Shackelford 
(Document  C) 


B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-06  - Evaluating  credit  recovery  programs  at  SFUSD 
Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioners  Brodwin,  Chu,  Yu. 
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(Document  D) 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-07  - Prioritize  funding  from  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for 
TAY 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Wu 
(Document  E) 

D.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-08  - Recognizing  International  day  to  end  violence 
against  sex  workers 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 
(Document  F) 

E.  Election  of  Youth  Commission  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

B.  Education  Committee 

C.  Employment  Committee 

D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  age 
Youth  Issues  Committee 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

F.  Youth  Advisory  Council 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  December  3,  2012 

B.  Commissioner  Carrion,  November  5,  2012 

C.  Commissioner  Covington,  December  3,  2012 


12.  Announcements  (This  Includes  Community  Events) 

13.  Adjournment 

Any  materials  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  Youth  Commission  within  72  hours  of  the  meeting  or  after 
the  agenda  packet  has  been  delivered  to  the  members  are  available  for  inspection— along  with  minutes  of 
previous  Youth  Commission  meetings  and  all  supplementary  information — at  the  Youth  Commission 
office  during  regular  office  hours  (9am  to  6pm,  Monday— Friday).  The  Youth  Commission  office  is  located 
at: 

City  Hall,  Room  346 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102 

Phone:  (415)  654-6446,  Fax:  (415)  554-6140 

Email:  vouthcom@sfqov.org 

www.sfqov.org/vc 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
(Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decisions  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
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ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open 
to  the  people’s  review. 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  ON  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  OR  TO 
REPORT  A VIOLATION  OF  THE  ORDINANCE,  CONTACT  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE  TASK 
FORCE,  please  contact: 

Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force 

City  Hall,  Room  244 

1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Phone:  (415)  554-7724,  Fax:  (415)  554-5784 

E-mail:  sotf@sfgov.org 

Copies  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  be  obtained  from  the  Clerk  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance 
Task  Force,  at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Library,  and  on  the  City’s  website  at 
http://www.sfqov.org.  1 


The  ringing  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers,  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  The  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  room  of  any  person  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  device. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City's  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded 
that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City 
accommodate  these  individuals. 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Mario  Yedidia,  Youth  Commission  Director  (phone:  415-554 
6254;  email:  mario.vedidia@sfaov.orq ] at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings, 
for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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DOCUMENT  B> 


November  28, 2012 


Dear  Youth  Commissioners, 

The  Center  for  Young  Women’s  Development  (CYWD)  will  be  celebrating  19  years  of  supporting  the 
development  and  empowerment  of  young  women  in  San  Francisco!  CYWD  is  an  organization  for  young 
women,  16  to  24,  who  have  experienced  trauma  and/or  incarceration  and  are  working  to  heal  themselves 
and  heal  their  communities  through  community  organizing,  advocacy  and  political  education.  CYWD  will  be 
hosting  its  5th  Annual  Know  Justice  Conference  on  Wednesday,  February  20,  2013  from  9:30am  to 
2:30pm  and  we  would  like  to  have  the  Youth  Commission  co-sponsor  the  event.  Our  conference  will 
provide  youth,  young  adults,  their  families  and  community  access  to  the  tools  and  resources  needed  to 
navigate  the  juvenile  justice  system  among  others.  We  are  inviting  organizations  and  individuals  who  have 
done  extraordinary  work  in  the  community  with  or  on  the  behalf  of  youth  involved  in  the  justice  system  and 
underground  street  economy  to  facilitate  workshops  and  speak  on  our  youth  panel.  Some  of  the  topics  will 
include:  strategies  for  staying  out  of  the  system,  successful  organizing/base  building,  and  gang  injunctions. 

Responsibilities  would  entail  supporting  with  outreach  by  getting  the  word  out  to  your  networks  and  young 
people  in  the  community.  Also,  by  being  a sponsor,  your  logo  will  appear  on  the  outreach  flyer  and  your 
organization  will  be  acknowledged  on  the  day  of  the  event.  This  event  will  initiate  our  peer-led  efforts  to 
arm  young  people  with  the  information  necessary  to  deepen  their  understandings  of  how  to  avoid  contact 
with  the  juvenile  justice  system  and  highlight  opportunities  to  organize  to  address  issues  in  their 
communities.  An  intergenerational  collective  of  community  leaders  and  activists  will  co-facilitate  workshops 
with  youth  by  their  side  to  connect  conference  participants  to  issues  plaguing  families  and  communities. 

This  conference  allows  us  to  gather  and  celebrate  why  we  do  this  work  and  the  tremendous  difference  it 
makes  for  so  many  families  who  are  struggling  to  rebuild  their  lives.  Thank  you  for  supporting  us  in  the  past 
and  for  making  sure  youth  voices  and  issues  continue  to  be  heard.  We  look  forward  to  working  with  you  in 
the  future.  If  you  have  any  questions,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me  at  415-703-8800  x212  or 
nadivah@cvwd.org. 

Sincerely, 


Nadiyah  Shereff 
Advocacy  Coordinator 


832  FolsomStreet,  Suite  700 San  Francisco,  CA  94107  (p)  415-703-8800  (f)  415-703-8818  wwiv.cyivd.org 


y— > 


This  conference  will  engage  young  people  and  their  families,  service  providers  and  community 
members  to  “Know  Justice”  by  sharing  information  and  facts  about  basic  rights  when  it 
comes  to  the  juvenile  justice  system,  gang  injunctions,  and  dealing  with  the  police. 


KNOW  JUSTICE 


C O 1NJ 


R E:  Tvj 


SAVE  the  DATE 


San  Francisco  Main  Library 
1 00  Larkin  St.  San  Francisco,  CA  94 1 02 

Wednesday,  February  20,  20 1 2 9:30am-3:00pm 


To  Donate,  Sponsor,  or  Table  at  this  event  contact 
Nadiyah  Shereff  (4 1 5)  703-8800  ext.  2 1 2 or  nadiyah@cywd.org 
PARTNERS: 


United 

« 

Playaz 


Communities  f A 
United  for 


CURTJ 

YOUTH  JUSTICE 


KNOW  JUSTICE 


CONFBRJiNCE 

To  provide  youth  the  tools  and  resources  to  stop  recidivism  and  bring  allies  to  inspire  youth  to  get  involved  in  the  political  movement 

Wednesday,  February  20,  2013 
9:30am  - 3t00pm 

SF  Main  Library,  Koret  Auditorium 


Workshops 


W1  Know  Justice  & Miranda  Rights  - This  workshop  provides  training  on  how  to  use  the 

KNOW  JUSTICE  book  a publication  of  CYWD  and  what  your  rights  are  when  being  stopped  by 
police. 

W2  Clean  Slate  - This  workshop  will  inform  youth  and  young  adults  about  the  process  for 

sealing  or  expunging  your  record. 

W3  Know  Your  Rights  in  the  Foster  Care  System  - Learn  about  your  rights  in  school, 

rights  to  medical  care,  family,  etc.  Learn  about  Emancipation  and  how  the  new  policies  can  benefit 
you. 

W4  Gang  Injunctions  in  San  Francisco  & Oakland  - This  workshop  will  teach  you  the 

real  deal  about  Gang  Injunctions  in  San  Francisco  and  Oakland  and  what  youth  can  do  to  stop  them. 

W5  Queer  is  Here!:  Healing  Spaces  Within  Our  Communities  - This  workshop  will 

help  youth  become  aware  of  how  to  create  and  nurture  safe  healing  spaces  for  LGBTQ  youth 
within  violent  and  non-safe  communities;  and  also  learn  about  LGBTQ  vocabulary. 

_ W6  Healing  the  Healers  (SERVICE  PROVIDERS  ONLY]  This  workshop  will  focus  on 
specific  strategies  that  service  providers  can  use  for  self-care  to  reduce  burnout. 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—05 


[Continuing  Summer  Jobs*] 

Resolution  calling  on  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  to  continue  implementing  the 
Summer  Jobs+  program  through  the  summer  of  2013  and  in  the  oncoming  years. 

WHEREAS,  President  Obama  announced  the  Summer  Jobs*  initiative  in  January  2012  to  call 
on  businesses  to  work  wiih  non-profits  and  government  to  provide  workforce  development 
opportunities  for  low  income  and  disconnected  youth  in  the  summer  of  2012;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  passed  Resolution  no.  1112-05  Urging  the 
Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Commend  President  Obama's  Summer  Jobs+  Plan1  in  order  to  call  attention 
to  the  president’s  focus  on  youth  employment  and  urge  local  implementation  of  a Summer  Jobs+ 
program;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  31,  2012,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution  no.036- 
12, sponsored  by  Supervisor  Sean  Elsbernd,  "Supporting  President  Barack  Obama's  Summer  Jobs* 
Plan  and  Recommending  the  Development  of  a Similar  Plan  for  Youth  in  San  Francisco2;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  February  of  2012,  Mayor  Lee  and  the  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area  began  to  lay 
the  groundwork  for  San  Francisco  Summer  Jobs+  in  2012  by  convening  a series  of  stakeholder 
meetings  with  employers,  providers,  community  members,  and  young  people  which  resulted  in  a 
report  to  the  White  House  Council  for  Community  Solutions3;  and 

WHEREAS,  Acknowledging  the  coming  launch,  youth  employment  service  providers  from  the 
San  Francisco  Youth  Employment  Coalition  (SFYEC),  and  the  Japanese  Community  Youth  Council 


1 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  1112-AL05  “Urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  to  Commend  the 
President's  Summer  Jobs+  Plan,"  adopted  January  9,  2012. 

2 Board  of  Supervisors  file  no  120053,  accessed  on  December  4,  2012, 
http://www.sfbos.org/ftp/uploadedfiles/bdsupvrs/resolutionsl’2/r0036-12.pdf. 

3 Final  Report  Community  Solutions  for  Opportunity  Youth  June  2012,  accessed  on  December  10,  2012, 
http://www.serve.QQV/new-imaqes/council/pdf/12  0604whccs  finalreport.pdf . 


Commissioners  Armstrong,  Covington,  Huynh,  Persky,  Shackelford 
SAN  FRANCISCO  YOUTH  COMMISSION 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—05 


(JCYC)  expressed  their  goal  to  raise  $2.5  million  for  this  program  and  ensure  that  the  program 
targeted  disconnected,  opportunity  youth4;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  passed  resolution  1112-AL  10  adopted 
March  19,  2012,  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  launch  a local  San  Francisco 
Summer  Jobs+  campaign  by  identifying  private  and  public  sector  funds,  securing  private  sector  job 
opportunities,  and  developing  infrastructure  to  manage  internships;5  an’d 

WHEREAS,  In  the  summer  of  2011,  over  2,000  San  Francisco  youth  applied  for  only  435  youth 
employment  slots  in  the  Mayor’s  Youth  Employment  and  Education  Program  (MYEEP),  a youth 
workforce  program,  which  has  provided  14  and  15  year  old  youth  with  their  first  jobs  since  1989;  and 
WHEREAS,  SF  Summer  Jobs+  was  envisioned  as  an  innovative  private-public  partnership  to 
address  the  insufficient  capacity  of  youth  employment  programs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mayor  Lee  announced  the  launch  of  Summer  Jobs+  on  Thursday,  April  12,  2012 
where  local  companies  such  as  Salesforce.com,  AT&T,  Jamba  Juice,  Zynga,  Bank  of  America,  Wells 
Fargo,  and  PG&E  pledged  to  provide  summer  jobs  or  funding  to  subsidize  opportunities,  cementing 
San  Francisco’s  support  for  youth  opportunity  through  employment6;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  November  5th,  2012,  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  heard  a report  from 
SF  Summer  Jobs+  organizers  and  youth  service  providers  including  the  Mayor’s  Office,  Department  of 
Children,  Youth  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area,  and  AfterCollege.com 
regarding  the  success  of  the  past  summer  and  plans  for  the  future;  and 


4 "SF  Summer  Jobs  Initiative  Hopes  to  Create  5,000  Jobs  for  Youth."  Youth  Employment  in  San  Francisco. 
Youth  Employment  in  San  Francisco  Blog,  19  Apr.  2012.  Accessed  December  4,  2012, 
http://www.vouthemplovmentsf.orq/2012/04/19/sf-summer-iobs-initiative-hopes-to-create-5000-iobs-for-youth/ . 

5 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  1112-AL10  "Calling  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors 

to  Launch  a Local  SF  Summer  Jobs+  Campaign,”  adopted  March  19,  2012. 

6 Office  of  the  Mayor.  Mayor  Lee,  Leader  Pelosi  & United  Way  of  The  Bay  Area  Announce  San  Francisco 
Summer  Jobs  Initiative  to  Create  5,000  Summer  Jobs  for  San  Francisco  Youth.  Office  of  the  Mayor : 4/12/12. 
N.p.,  12  Apr.  2012.  Web  Accessed  December  4,  2012. 
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WHEREAS,  According  to  United  Way,  SF  Summer  Jobs+  was  successful  in  providing  5,206 
internship  and  job  opportunities  in  the  private  and  public  sector  for  youth7;  and 

WHEREAS,  1,740  private  sector  job  opportunities  were  created,  with  39%  of  them  permanent 
placements8;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  invested  over  $12  million  through  30  city 
departments  to  provide  employment  training  opportunities  for  youth  ages  14-249;  and 

WHEREAS,  SF  Summer  Jobs*  served  a diverse  group  of  youth,  with  about  30%  of  participants 
identifying  as  African  Americans,  about  29%  identifying  as  Asian  American,  and  15%  identifying  as 
Hispanic/Latino10;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  various  meetings,  service  providers  urged  the  Youth  Commission  to  continue  to 
work  to  provide  opportunities  for  formerly  incarcerated  youth  and  disenfranchised  youth;  and 

WHEREAS,  Hydra  Mendoza,  the  Mayor’s  Education  Advisory,  and  Glenn  Eagleson,  the  Senior 
Planner  and  Policy  Analyst  of  DCYF,  expressed  that  other  cities  are  looking  toward  San  Francisco’s 
Summer  Jobs+  program  as  a model* 11;  and 

WHEREAS,  Baltimore  and  Los  Angeles  have  also  continued  their  programs,  called 
respectively  Hire  1 Youth12  and  Hire  LA  Youth13,  that  match  private,  government,  and  non-profit 
employers  with  youth;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Baltimore  model  particularly  emphasizes  as  many  companies  as  possible 
hiring  at  least  one  youth,  engaging  even  smaller  businesses14;  and 


7 Poland,  Matt,  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area;  and  Glenn  Eagleson.  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their 
Families;  "San  Francisco  Summer  Jobs+  2012."  Full  Youth  Commission  Meeting  of  November  5,  2012.  Room 
416,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco.  5 Nov.  2012.  PowerPoint  Presentation. 

8 Ibid. 

9 Ibid. 

50  Ibid. 

11  Ibid. 

12  "YouthWorks."  YouthWorks.  Baltimore  City's  YouthWorks,  n.d.  Web  Accessed  December  4,  2012, 
<http://www.oedworks.com/youthserv/summer.htm>. 

13  "Hire  LA  Youth."  Hire  LA's  youth  Summer  Jobs+  2012.  City  of  Los  Angeles,  n.d.  Web  Accessed  December  4, 
2012  http://www.hirelavouth.com/Welcome.html 
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WHEREAS,  San  Francisco’s  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  has  committed 
to  allocate  approximately  $250,000  to  create  and  manage  private  sector  opportunities  and  coordinate 
future  Summer  Jobs+  efforts;  and  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  commends  the  Mayor  and  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  for  the  city’s  implementation  of  SF  Summer  Jobs+  and  urges  a renewed  challenge  to 
private  sector  businesses  to  invest  in  San  Francisci’s  youth;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Department  of  Children, 
Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  to  be  an  intermediary  between  the  city  and  private  sector,  to 
communicate  the  importance  and  benefits  of  hiring  disadvantaged,  low  income,  and  previously 
incarcerated  youth  to  private  sector  partners,  and  to  collaborate  on  specific  pathways  for  youth  at 
various  levels  of  job  readiness;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Department  of  Children, 
Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF)  and  the  Office  of  Economic,  Workforce  Development  (OEWD)  to;  in 
the  future,  include  a pre  and  post  survey  for  youth  participants  to  provide  feedback  to  SF  Summer 
Jobs+;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  urge  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  and  Office  of  Economic, 
Workforce  Development  to,  in  the  future,  meticulously  document  and  track  the  demographics  and 
outcomes  of  youth  involved  in  the  program;  and  be  it  finally 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  SF  Summer  Jobs+ 
partnerships  of  Mayor  Lee’s  office,  the  Department  of  Children,  Youth,  and  their  Families  (DCYF),  the 
Office  of  Economic,  Workforce  Development  (OEWD),  United  Way  of  the  Bay  Area,  the  San  Francisco 


14  "YouthWorks."  YouthWorks.  Baltimore  City's  YouthWorks,  n.d.  Web  Accessed  December  4,  2012, 
<http://www.oedworks.com/youthserv/summer.htm>. 
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Unified  School  District’s  Career  and  Technical  Education  (SFUSD  CTE)  to  present  a report  back  at  a 
full  Youth  Commission  meeting  in  the  fall  following  each  year  of  SF  Summer  Jobs+. 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—06 


[Evaluating  credit  recovery  programs  at  SFUSD] 

A resolution  to  urge  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Board  of  Education  to  evaluate  the 
quality  and  accessibility  of  credit  recovery  programs. 

WHEREAS,  "The  mission  of  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  (SFUSD)  is  to  provide 
each  student  with  an  equal  opportunity  to  succeed  by  promoting  intellectual  growth,  creativity,  self- 
discipline,  cultural  and  linguistic  sensitivity,  democratic  responsibility,  economic  competence,  and 
physical  and  mental  health  so  that  each  student  can  achieve  his  or  her  maximum  potential;  and 
WHEREAS,  The  SFUSD  further  states  that,  "Every  student  who  enrolls  in  our  schools  will 
graduate  from  high  school  ready  for  college  and  careers  and  equipped  with  the  skills,  capacities,  and 
dispositions  necessary  for  21st  century  success;”  and 

WHEREAS,  Students  must  be  educated  in  a rigorous  high  school  curriculum  in  order  to  be 
successful  in  today’s  economy  and  society;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  future  of  San  Francisco  depends  on  having  an  educated  workforce  and 
citizenry  to  maintain  the  vitality  of  the  city;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  accordance  with  their  mission  statement,  in  December  2008,  the  SFUSD  raised 
their  graduation  A-G  requirements;1 2  and 

WHEREAS,  A-G  courses  are  the  high  school  classes  necessary  for  students  to  take  and  pass 
to  be  able  to  enroll  in  any  University  of  California  or  California  State  University  school;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  previous  graduation  requirements  did  not  fully  prepare  students  for  college,  it 
was  possible  to  graduate  and  pass  and  not  to  be  eligible  for  admission  to  UCs  and  CSUs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Class  of  2014  is  the  first  class  to  go  through  high  school  under  the  new  A-G 
requirements;  and 


1 “Mission  Statement”  SFUSD.Overview.  San  Francisco  Unified  School  District,  n.d.  Web  Accessed  December 
5,  2012,  http://www.sfusd.edu/en/about-sfusd/overview.html. 

2 San  Francisco  Unified  School  District  A-G  Implementation  Plan  FAQ.  Accessed  December  5,  2012. 
http://www.sfusd.edu/en/assets/sfusd-staff/curriculum-and-standards/files/a-Q-implementation-faQ.pdf. 
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WHEREAS,  Recently  released  data  from  the  SFUSD  shows  that  almost  half  of  students  are 
not  on  track  to  graduate,  with  45%  of  students  not  on  track  to  graduate  and  be  eligible  for  UCs  and 
CSUs  (cite  School  District’s  report  to  the  Select  Committee  October  25th,  2012);  and 

WHEREAS,  Credit  recovery  programs  are  defined  as  programs  that  "aim  to  help  schools 
graduate  more  students  by  giving  students  who  have  fallen  behind  a chance  to  ‘recover’  credits 
through  a multitude  of  different  strategies”  (http://www.centerforpubliceducation.org/Main- 
Menu/Staffingstudents/Credit-recovery-programs),  thus  increasing  the  rate  of  high  school  graduates 
and  their  future  opportunities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Budget  cuts  in  recent  years  have  reduced  the  amount  of  funding  given  to  recovery 
programs,  including  summer  school,  severely  impacting  the  amount  of  opportunities  students  have  to 
get  back  on  track  to  graduating  if  they  miss  or  fail  a class;  and 

WHEREAS,  There  are  currently,  many  online  credit  recovery  opportunities  for  students  in  the 
SFUSD,  including  CyberHigh,  Aventa,  and  OdysseyWare  (cite  report  to  the  Curriculum  and 
Construction  Committee  on  9/10/12);  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  imperative  that  we  prioritize  current  credit  recovery  programs  for  students  who 
are  not  on  track  to  graduate;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  evaluation  of  current  credit  recovery  programs  offered  would  be  beneficial;  and 

be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  and  the  Student  Advisory  Council  urge 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  to  urge  the  SFUSD  to  evaluate  current  credit  recovery 
programs  offered  with  youth  feedback  to  improve  the  quality  and  accessibility  of  these  aforementioned 
programs;  and  be  it  finally 

RESOLVED,  that  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  and  the  Student  Advisory  Council  urge 
the  continued  communication  between  the  city  of  San  Francisco,  the  SFUSD,  and  community  based 
organizations  regarding  student  achievement  and  the  reduction  of  the  achievement  gap. 
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[Prioritize  funding  from  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for  TAY] 

Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  prioritize  funding  from  the 
Housing  Trust  Fund  for  the  development,  creation,  and  acquisition  of  affordable  housing  as 
well  as  with  supportive  services  and  facilities  for  Transitional  Age  Youth  . 

WHEREAS,  As  of  2012,  nationwide  there  are  38.9  million  youth  in  the  age  group  of  16-24,  and 
at  least  6.7  million  are  currently  recognized  as  opportunity  youth,  or  known  in  San  Francisco  as 
transitional  age  youth;1  and 

WHEREAS,  As  of  2006,  in  San  Francisco,  there  are  80,000  transitional  age  youth  living  in  San 
Francisco,  while  many  in  this  population  will  make  a transition  into  adulthood  while  obtaining 
employment  and  housing,  5-10%  of  this  population-or  between  5,000  and  8,000  young  people-will  not 
and  are  at  risk  of  becoming  homeless,  jobless  or  involved  with  the  criminal  justice  system;2  and 

WHEREAS,  The  challenges  facing  this  population  of  disconnected  transitional  age  youth  are 
great:  many  will  have  recently  cycled  out  of  public  systems  (foster  care,  juvenile  justice,  criminal 
justice,  public  housing,  child  support  services  or  special  education),  have  a special  need  or  disability, 
have  not  obtained  a high  school  diploma,  or  are  young  parents  themselves;  and 

WHEREAS,  Transitional  age  youth  are  disproportionately  the  perpetrators  and  victims  of  crime 
in  San  Francisco,  and  unless  provided  with  assistance,  will  remain  an  economic  and  social  challenge 
without  contributing  to  San  Francisco’s  local  economy;  and 


1 Belfield,  Levin,  et  ai.  “The  Economic  Value  of  Opportunity  Youth."  January  2012.  (pp.  5) 
http://www.civicenterprises.net/MediaLibrarv/Docs/econ  value  opportunity  youth, pdf . 

2 Disconnected  Youth  in  San  Francisco:  A Roadmap  to  Improve  the  Life  Chances  of  San  Francisco's  Most 
Vulnerable  Young  Adults  (2007),  Mayor’s  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force,  City  & County  of  San  Francisco  (p  9). 
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WHEREAS,  In  2005,  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  adopted  a resolution  urging  the 
Mayor  to  ordain  a taskforce  to  study  and  make  recommendations  regarding  the  issues  that  face 
transitional  age  youth;3  and 

WHEREAS,  Former  Mayor  Newsom  did  so,  and  in  2007 — after  a year  of  work  by  task  force 
committees  that  met  over  60  times  with  City  officials  from  a dozen  departments,  staff  at  representing 
TAY  service  providers,  a numfcter  of  prominent  academic  institutions,  and  numerous  TAY 
themselves— the  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force  released  its  report  entitled  Disconnected  Youth  in  San 
Francisco:  A Roadmap  to  Improve  the  Life  Chances  of  San  Francisco’s  Most  Vulnerable  Young 
Adults,  which  contained  sixteen  recommendations  for  City  policymakers,  key  among  which  was  the 
need  for  more  accessible  housing  for  disconnected  TAY;4  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing  took  up  this  issue,  and  proposed  a goal  of 
providing  400  new  housing  units  for  transitional  age  youth  by  the  year  201 5;5  and 

WHEREAS,  Although  the  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing,  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency, 
and  Human  Services  Agency  of  San  Francisco  have  identified,  financed,  and  provided  operational 
needs  for  many  housing  units  for  TAY,  there  are  over  187  units  to  be  identified  with  three  years  left 
before  the  proposed  goal; 6 and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  is  among  the  most  expensive  places  in  the  region,  state,  and  nation 
to  live,  and  the  rising  home  prices  and  rent  are  a financial  burden  to  many  transitional  age  youth  and 
their  families,  especially  those  struggling  to  make  ends  meet;7  and 


3 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  0405-AL005  “Resolution  urging  the  Mayor  to  ordain  a transitional 

vouth  task  force,”  adopted  March  21,  2005.  , ..  . 

3 Disconnected  Youth  in  San  Francisco:  A Roadmap  to  Improve  the  Life  Chances  of  San  Francisco  sMost  _ 
Vulnerable  Young  Adults  (2007).  Mayor’s  Transitional  Youth  Task  Force  City  & Coun^  i F ^n«sca  For 
the  section  that  focuses  on  housing,  see  “Recommendation  #12:  Expanding  housing  opportunities  for  homeles 

Transitional  Age^Youth  (TAY):  Workplan  and  Recommendations  2007-2012  (2007).  Transitional 
Age  Youth  Housing  Work  Group,  City  of  San  Francisco  (pi). 

6 Documents  from  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing,  June  2011.  . 

7 Jeff  Buckley,  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing.  Power  point  presentation  to  the  Full  Youth  Commission  of  July  16  , 

2012.  http://www.sfbos.org/modules/showdocument.aspx7documentidM2252  (p  2). 
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WHEREAS,  According  to  the  Planning  Department’s  201 1 Housing  Inventory  report  218  new 
units  of  affordable  housing  were  constructed  in  2011,  which,  despite  representing  52%  of  new  units 
added  to  the  City  housing  stock,  also  constitutes  a 63%  decline  over  the  previous  years; 8 and 

WHEREAS,  Not  only  is  this  number  among  the  lowest  seen  in  years,  but  no  new  housing  units 
were  constructed  for  the  portion  of  the  population  labeled  “Extremely  Low  Income0  - a group  which 
youth  transitioning  out  of  the  foster  care  system  would  most  likely  fall  into;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  June  2011,  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  adopted  a resolution  urging 
the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  to  prioritize  and  continue  providing  more  affordable  housing  for 
transitional  aged  youth; 9 and 

WHEREAS,  Unlike  other  types  of  affordable  housing,  TAY  housing  requires  on-site  supportive 
services  and  assistance-such  as  substance  abuse  counseling  and  healthcare-and  such  is  a major 
financial  challenge  in  the  development  thereof;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  Supreme  Court  issued  a ruling  December  28,  2011  in  California 
Redevelopment  et  ai,  v.  Ana  Matosantos  et  at.  that  effectively  eliminated  redevelopment  agencies 
including  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  which  provided  the  vast  majority  of  local 
affordable  housing  funding  for  the  City;10  and 

WHEREAS,  State  funding  from  the  last  affordable  housing  bond,  Proposition  1C  passed  in 
2006  has  been  almost  fully  depleted,  and  federal  funding  for  affordable  housing  in  San  Francisco  has 
declined  by  over  40%  since  2007;*  11  and 

WHEREAS,  Qualified  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  voted  on  the  November 
6,  2012  general  election  to  pass  Proposition  C,  the  Housing  Trust  Fund,  which  will  set  aside  general 


8 San  Francisco  Housing  Inventory  201 1 (May  2012),  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  (p  2). 

9 San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  Resolution  101 1 — AL09  “Housing  for  TAY  Youth, ' adopted  June  20,  201 1 

10  Jeff  Buckley,  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing.  Power  point  presentation  to  the  Full  Youth  Commission  meeting  of 
July  16th,  2012.  http://www.sfbos.orq/modules/showdocument.a$px?documentid=42252  (p  3) 

11  Ibid,  (p  3). 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—07 


fund  revenues  to  create,  acquire,  and  rehabilitate  affordable  housing  and  create  greater  housing 
options  over  the  next  30  years;12  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  is  designated  to  address  the  housing  need  for  the 
residents  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  including  the  City’s  TAY  population  as  well;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  strongly  commends  the  Mayor’s 
Office  of  Housing,  Human  Service  Agency  of  San  Francisco,  and  San  Francisco  Redevelopment 
Agency  for  the  initiative  they  have  taken  in  implementing  the  housing  recommendations  of  the 
Transitional  Youth  Task  Force;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  calls  on  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  prioritize  the  use  of  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  to  complete  the  goal  of  providing  400 
additional  units  of  transitional  age  youth  housing  by  2015;  and  be  it  finally 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  strengthen  their  efforts  in  prioritizing  more  affordable  housing  for  transitional  age  youth. 


12  Jeff  Buckley,  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing.  Power  point  presentation  to  the  Full  Youth  Commission  meeting  of 
July  16m,  2012.  http://www.sfbos.orQ/modules/showdocument. aspx?documentid=42252  "Legislative  Digest " (p 
1). 
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FILE  NO.  RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—08 


[Recognizing  International  Day  to  End  Violence  Against  Sex  Workers] 

Resolution  recognizing  International  Day  to  End  Violence  Against  Sex  Workers. 

WHEREAS,  The  International  Day  to  End  Violence  Against  Sex  Workers  (D17)  was  first 
celebrated  in  2003  as  a response  to  the  Green  River  killer  who  confessed  to  killing  nearly  100  alleged 
prostitutes;  and 

WHEREAS,  Of  all  the  victims  of  serial  killers  from  2000-2009,  69%  were  sex  workers1;  and 
WHEREAS,  Due  to  criminalization  of  the  sex  industry,  sex  workers  are  stigmatized  as 
disposable  criminals  and  are  more  vulnerable  to  violence2;  and 

WHEREAS,  Sex  workers  face  increased  risks  of  sexual  assault,  physical  assault,  murder,  and 
robbery  and  are  unable  to  report  crimes  for  fear  of  wrongful  incarceration3;  and 

WHEREAS,  Sex  workers  are  our  mothers,  brothers,  cousins,  neighbors,  and  friends;  and 
WHEREAS,  Sex  workers  are  not  disposable  and  deserve  to  be  treated  with  respect  and 
dignity;  and 

WHEREAS,  Many  cities  including  Berkeley  have  issued  formal  proclamations  declaring 
December  17th  as  the  International  Day  to  End  Violence  Against  Sex  Workers  (D17);  and 

WHEREAS,  D17  has  grown  into  an  international  movement  celebrated  all  over  the  world 
including  the  United  States,  Canada,  Kenya,  United  Kingdom,  Cambodia,  Germany,  the  Netherlands 
South  Africa,  and  more;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  officially  recognizes  today  December 
17,  2012  as  the  International  Day  to  End  Violence  Against  Sex  Workers;  and,  be  it  further 

1 Burtch,  Allison.  "Sex  Workers  in  the  Shadows  | The  Indypendent."  Sex  Workers  in  the  Shadows  \ The 
Indypendent.  Indypendent,  30  Mar.  2012.  Web  Accessed  December  12,  2012. 
<http://www.indypendent.org/2012/03/30/sex-workers-shadows>. 

2 Boyd,  Neil,  and  Steven  Egger.  ’CBC  News  In  Depth:  Crime  : Why  Serial  Killers  Target  Prostitutes. ' CBCnews 
CBC/Radio  Canada,  19  Dec.  2006.  Web  Accessed  December  12,  2012, 
<http://www.cbc.ca/news/backQround/crime/tarqeting-prostitutes.html> 

3 Ibid. 
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RESOLUTION  NO.  1213—08 


RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Youth  Commission  urges  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  work  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  to  eliminate  violence  against  sex 
workers. 
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Mia  Shackelford,  Chair 

Nicholas  Persky,  Vice  Chair,  Paul  Monge-Rodriguez,  Co-Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Rachel  Brodwin,  Co- 
Legislative  Affairs  Officer,  Vanessa  Warri,  Communications  & Outreach  Officer 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron  Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Alex  Guzman-Ramos, 
Christine  Huynh,  Lily  Marshall-Fricker,  Mia  Tu  Mutch,  Vee  Taumoepeau,  Eric  Wu,  Ariel  Yu 


1.  Call  to  Order  and  Roll  Call 


Chairwoman  Mia  Shackelford  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  5:16  p.m. 

I'1' 

f h The  roll  was  called.  Commissioners  present:  Rachel  Brodwin,  Angel  Carrion,  Brian  Chu,  Kyron 
Covington,  Ramon  Gomez,  Iris  Alejandra  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge- 
Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Wu,  and  Yu.  Commissioners  absent: 
Sarah  Armstrong,  Vanessa  Warri.  Staff  present:  Phimy  Truong. 

There  was  quorum. 

2.  Approval  of  Agenda  (Action  Item) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Chu,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Huynh,  moved  to  approve  the  agenda.  The 
agenda  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes  (Action  Item) 

A.  December  3,  2012 
(Document  A) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Taumoepeau,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to 
approve  the  minutes  to  the  meeting  of  December  3,  2012.  The  minutes  were  approved  by 
acclamation. 

4.  Public  Comment  on  items  not  on  Agenda  (Discussion  Only) 

There  was  no  public  comment. 
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5.  Staff  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

The  Youth  Commission’s  Coordinator  of  Youth  Development  and  Administration,  Phimy 
Truong,  gave  the  staff  report  to  commissioners.  Ms.  Truong  informed  commissioners  that 
staff  would  be  making  the  final  decision  on  who  to  hire  for  the  third  staff  position  by  close  of 
business,  Tuesday,  December  18th,  2012.  The  expected  start  date  for  the  third  staff  position 
would  be  Monday,  January  7,  2013.  Ms.  Truong  emphasized  that  the  next  5 months  of  work 
for  the  third  position  would  be  critical,  as  the  Youth  Commission  would  have  to  advocate 
keeping  the  third  position  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year.  Ms.  Truong  also  reminded 
commissioners  of  the  upcoming  midyear  retreat.  Commissioners  Persky,  Monge-Rodriguez, 
Shackelford,  Huynh,  and  Gomez  all  volunteered  to  help  with  planning  the  midyear  retreat 
workshops.  Ms.  Truong  also  shared  that  the  YC  office  would  be  closed  for  the  holidays  from 
Monday,  December  24th,  thri5  Tuesday,  January  1,  2013.  The  office  will  be  open  on 
Wednesday,  January  2,  2013.  Commissioners  asked  clarifying  questions. 

6.  Legislative  Affairs  Officers  Report  (Discussion  Only) 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  gave  a quick  update  regarding  the  free  MUNI  for  youth 
victory.  Commissioners  celebrated  by  thanking  and  congratulating  each  other  for  their  hard 
work.  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  announced  that  the  free  MUNI  for  youth  application 
was  available  on  the  school  district’s  website  as  well  as  at  each  public  school.  The  Youth 
Commission  would  now  be  working  on  the  education  component,  a private  school  outreach 
plan,  and  to  help  test  3-1-1  quality  control. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

7.  Legislation  Referred  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion 
and  Possible  Action) 

There  were  none. 

8.  Presentations  (Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  Presentation  and  request  for  endorsement  of  the  5th  Annual  Know  Justice  Conference 
Presenter:  Nadiyah  Shereff,  Advocacy  Coordinator,  Center  for  Young  Women’s 
Development 
(Document  B) 

Nadiyah  Shereff  introduced  herself  to  commissioners  as  the  Advocacy  Coordinator  for  the 
Center  for  Young  Women’s  Development  (CYWD).  Ms.  Shereff  provided  some  background 
information  on  her  ten  years  of  work  with  CYWD  and  her  current  role  with  the  organization. 
On  top  of  being  the  Advocacy  Coordinator,  Ms.  Shereff  also  takes  on  policy  work  related  to 
the  juvenile  justice  system,  facilitates  training  program  for  young  women  who  were  formerly 
incarcerated,  and  a program  for  parents.  The  CYWD  is  in  its  5th  year  of  hosting  the  annual 
Know  Justice  conference  in  San  Francisco  and  would  like  the  Youth  Commission’s 
endorsement  of  the  event.  Ms.  Shereff  provided  an  overview  of  the  Know  Justice 
conference,  which  aims  to  educate  youth  on  their  rights.  Some  workshop  topics  include 
information  on  how  to  seal  your  records,  how  to  construct  a safe  space  for  LGBTQ  youth  in 
their  communities  and  schools,  understanding  your  Miranda  rights,  and  a workshop 
specifically  for  service  providers  to  discuss  strategies  for  dealing  with  trauma.  The 
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conference  is  set  to  take  place  on  Wednesday,  February  20,  2013  at  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Library’s  main  branch.  Ms.  Shereff  urged  the  commission  to  endorse  the  event  and 
help  out  with  the  event  with  outreach,  leading  a workshop,  and/or  attend  the  event. 

Commissioners  Carrion,  Tu  Mutch,  Taumoepeau,  and  Covington  asked  clarifying  questions 
Ms.  Shereff  explained  that  permission  slips  would  be  offered  to  students  interested  in 
attending  the  event,  and  a letter  has  already  been  sent  to  the  San  Francisco  Unified  School 
District  (SFUSD).  CWYD’s  goal  is  to  have  at  least  300  people  in  attendance.  There  is  a 
planning  committee  taking  place  at  CWYD,  which  is  located  at  832  Folsom  St.,  Suite  700, 
and  every  Thursday  from  4-5  p.m.  Youth  Commissioners  were  encouraged  to  attend  and 
provide  input. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  made  a motion  to 
endorse  CWYD’s  5th  Annual  Know  Justice  conference.  The  motion  to  endorse  the  5th  Annual 
Know  Justice  conference  was  approved  by  acclamation. 

Commissioners  Carrion,  Monge-Rodriguez,  and  Tu  Mutch  expressed  interest  in  following  up 
with  Ms.  Shereff  and  helping  out  with  the  conference. 

9.  Youth  Commission  Business  (All  Items  to  Follow  Discussion  and  Possible  Action) 

A.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-05  - Continuing  Summer  Jobs+ 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioners  Armstrong,  Covington,  Fluynh,  Persky,  Shackelford 
(Document  C) 

Commissioner  Huynh  provided  a brief  introduction  to  the  youth  employment  committee’s 
work  on  this  resolution.  Commissioners  Persky  and  Shackelford  then  provided  additional 
contextual  information,  as  they  had  also  worked  on  SF  Summer  Jobs+  during  the  11-12 
Youth  Commission  term.  Commissioner  Shackelford  also  explained  that  the  committee  had 
sent  out  a draft  of  the  resolution  to  some  city  departments  and  youth  employment  service 
providers  for  feedback,  and  had  been  able  to  incorporate  some  of  the  feedback  to  the 
resolution. 

Commissioners  Huynh,  Covington,  Shackelford,  and  Persky  then  read  the  resolution  into  the 
public  record. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Yu  thanked  the  youth  employment  committee  for  their  work  on  the  resolution 
She  then  suggested  that  committee  members  be  more  specific  and  give  examples  of 
different  types  of  service  providers  mentioned  on  page  3,  lines  10-11.  Commissioner  Yu 
also  noted  that  as  the  resolution  urged  for  a thorough  evaluation  and  presentation  to  the 
Youth  Commission  the  fall  after  each  Summer  Jobs+  cycle,  that  the  title  should  also  reflect 
this  specific  request. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  asked  if  committee  members  could  explain  how  they  incorporated 
youth  service  providers’  feedback  into  the  resolution.  Commissioner  Shackelford  explained 
that  the  committee  had  noted  feedback  mentioned  during  public  comment  at  the  November 
5th  full  Youth  Commission  meeting,  where  there  was  a SF  Summer  Jobs+  update 
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presentation;  the  committee  had  also  emailed  a draft  of  the  resolution  to  various  youth 
service  providers  and  department  staff  for  additional  feedback.  Committee  members  will  be 
spending  time  going  through  additional  feedback  provided  by  community  members  and  will 
incorporate  recommendations  as  they  see  fit. 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  suggested  that  committee  members  take  into  account 
feedback  from  the  New  Economic  Rights  for  All  (New  ERA)  youth  participants  from  the  last 
full  commission  meeting  of  December  3rd,  2012,  and  include  language  which  encourages 
youth  to  open  a savings  accounts  and  financial  literacy. 

Commissioner  Chu  also  recommended  that  committee  members  add  clauses  on  page  three 
that  would  clarify  the  connection  with  the  Baltimore  and  Los  Angeles  Summer  Jobs+ 
program^. 

There  being  no  further  questions  or  discussion,  Commissioner  Huynh  thanked  her 
colleagues  for  their  suggestions  and  feedback.  The  committee  will  take  the  feedback  into 
account  and  hope  to  have  a second  reading  at  the  next  full  commission  meeting. 

B.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-06  - Evaluating  credit  recovery  programs  at  SFUSD 
Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioners  Brodwin,  Chu,  Yu. 

(Document  D) 

Commissioner  Chu  started  by  providing  his  colleagues  with  some  background  information  to 
the  Education  committee’s  work  in  exploring  the  recent  reports  regarding  the  SFUSD’s 
achievement  gap.  After  the  full  commission’s  support  of  Supervisor  Jane  Kim’s  legislation  to 
appropriate  funds  for  the  SFUSD  to  help  get  severely  off  track  students  back  on  track, 
committee  members  met  and  worked  with  community  advocates  to  support  the 
appropriation.  Commissioner  Chu  then  expressed  his  gratitude  for  the  collaboration  with  the 
Student  Advisory  Council  coordinator,  Judson  Steele,  and  Student  Advisory  Council 
representative  Kristen  Sinclair  on  this  resolution.  SAC  representative  Sinclair  plans  on 
introducing  this  resolution  to  the  SAC  in  January  2013. 

Commissioners  Chu,  Yu,  and  Brodwin  then  took  turns  reading  the  resolution  into  the  public 
record. 

Public  Comment 

Allen  Lu  thanked  commissioners  for  working  on  this  issue. 

Michelle  Kong  thanked  commissioners  their  support  of  Supervisor  Kim's  appropriation,  and 
thanked  the  Education  committee  for  working  on  a resolution  to  evaluate  current  credit 
recovery  programs.  Ms.  Kong  urged  commissioners  to  think  about  how  to  encourage  the 
outreach  of  credit  recovery  programs  and  to  work  on  helping  English  language  learners  and 
their  families. 

There  being  no  further  public  comment,  commissioners  then  asked  clarifying  questions  of 
the  Education  committee.  Commissioner  Shackelford  asked  committee  members  to  clarify  a 
clause  on  line  15,  page  1,  regarding  the  school  district’s  A-G  requirements. 

Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  urged  committee  members  to  demonstrate  some  inclusion 
of  the  challenges  English  language  learners  and  students  of  color  face  in  the  school  district 
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and  to  provide  equity  inclusive  language  in  the  resolution. 

C.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-07  - Prioritize  funding  from  the  Housing  Trust  Fund  for 
TAY 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Wu 
(Document  E) 

Commissioner  Wu  provided  an  overview  of  his  work  on  this  resolution,  starting  with  the 
results  of  the  November  6,h  general  election,  more  specifically  - Proposition  C,  also  known 
as  the  Housing  Trust  Fund.  He  then  provided  contextual  information  regarding  the  Youth 
Commission’s  work  on  issues  affecting  transitional  age  youth,  and  stated  that  the  resolution 
is  in  response  to  the  need  for  more  affordable  housing  options  for  TAY.  Commissioner  Wu 
also  stated  that  his  colleagues  on  the  Housing,  LGBTCj,  and  TAY  issues  committee  would 
be  added  as  authors  of  this  resolution.  He  also  urged  his  peers  to  provide  thoughtful 
recommendations  to  his  resolution,  as  he  would  make  sure  to  consider  them  seriously. 

Commissioners  Wu,  Guzman-Ramos,  Taumoepeau,  and  Tu  Mutch  then  took  turns  reading 
the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Public  Comment 

Allen  Lu  thanked  Commissioner  Wu  for  taking  the  lead  on  this  resolution.  He  encouraged 
Commissioner  Wu  to  reach  out  to  other  affordable  housing  advocates  and  community 
organizations  and  include  their  feedback. 

Commissioners  Chu,  Yu,  and  Shackelford  all  commended  Commissioner  Wu  for  his  work  on 
such  a strong  resolution.  They  suggested  that  Commissioner  Wu  include  a definition  of  TAY 
and  provide  more  language  around  the  urgency  for  TAY  housing. 

D.  [First  Reading]  Resolution  1213-08  - Recognizing  International  day  to  end  violence 
against  sex  workers 

Sponsor  and  Presenter:  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 
(Document  F) 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  gave  a thoughtful  and  personal  introduction  to  her  work  in 
advocating  and  working  to  end  violence  against  sex  workers.  She  expressed  that  she  was 
committed  to  this  cause  and  shared  that  December  17th,  2012  was  actually  the  International 
day  to  end  violence  against  sex  workers.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  also  clarified  that  her 
definition  of  sex  workers  in  the  resolution  is  that  of  a consenting  adult,  age  18  and  above. 
Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  also  expressed  her  intent  to  request  that  the  commission  adopt  this 
resolution  upon  first  reading  tonight,  as  it  was  the  actual  day  she  was  encouraging  the 
commission  to  recognize. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  read  the  resolution  into  the  public  record. 

Public  Comment 

Michelle  Kong  expressed  her  gratitude  to  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch's  work  on  this  resolution. 
She  expressed  that  it  is  important  to  recognize  that  sex  workers  are  still  working  to  make  a 
living  and  trying  to  survive  in  this  world. 


5 


Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez  thanked  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  for  her  work  on  this  and 
expressed  the  importance  to  recognize  the  importance  of  eliminating  the  cycle  of  violence. 
Commissioner  Brodwin  asked  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  to  include  a clause  stating  the 
definition  of  a sex  worker  in  the  resolution.  Commissioners  asked  various  clarifying 
questions. 


Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  clarified  that  she  does  not  support  human  trafficking  in  this  industry 
and  people  who  are  used  without  their  consent  in  this  industry.  She  clarified  that  she  also 
does  not  support  anyone  under  18  working  in  the  industry  and  would  want  to  criminalize  sex 
workers  who  are  under  the  age  of  18,  and  forced  into  the  industry.  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch 
expressed  that  her  resolution  seeks  to  recognize  that  there  needs  to  be  an  end  to  violence 
against  sex  workers. 


Chairwoman  Shackelford  then  reminded  her  colleagues  that  Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  is 
requesting  to  have  this  resolution  be  adopted  upon  first  reading.  She  then  laid  out  the  format 
to  do  so,  which  is  to  get  a motion  to  suspend  the  bylaws,  then  take  any  amendments  to  the 
resolution,  and  then  vote  on  the  resolution. 


Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez,  moved  to 
suspend  the  bylaws  and  consider  this  resolution  after  first  reading.  This  motion  was 
approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15)  - Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington, 
Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky, 
Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  then  asked  Chairwoman  Shackelford  for  some  time  to  work  with 
her  peers  on  adding  new  language  to  the  resolution,  before  taking  a final  vote  on  it. 
Chairwoman  Shackelford  announced  that  she  was  going  to  table  this  item  for  a moment, 
and  to  move  onto  item  9E  and  return  to  this  resolution  after. 


Commissioners  returned  to  this  item  at  6:35  p.m. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Carrion,  moved  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  adding  the  definition  of  a sex  worker  to  line  three,  page  one  of  the  resolution. 
This  motion  was  approved  by  the  following  roll  call  vote:  Ayes  (15)  - Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu, 
Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos,  Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch, 
Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau,  Wu,  and  Yu. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Guzman-Ramos,  moved  to 
adopt  the  resolution  as  amended.  The  resolution  was  adopted  by  acclamation. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  thanked  her  colleagues  for  their  support. 

E.  Election  of  Youth  Commission  Communications  and  Outreach  Officer 

Commissioner  Shackelford  explained  that  this  item  was  brought  to  the  Executive  Committee 
by  Commissioner  Warri,  who  has  requested  to  step  down  from  this  officer  role  as  her  new 
job  conflicts  with  the  committee  meeting  schedule.  Commissioner  Shackelford  expressed 
her  support  for  Commissioner  Warri’s  decision,  as  it  is  responsible  to  recognize  what  one 
can  and  cannot  commit  to  while  on  the  commission.  She  clarified  that  Commissioner  Warri 
was  still  a Youth  Commissioner  and  would  start  attending  full  meetings  regularly  when  her 
work  training  period  is  over. 
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Commissioner  Shackelford  then  explained  that  the  commission  will  now  elect  a new 
Communications  and  Outreach  officer.  She  reminded  everyone  of  the  process  for  electing 
an  officer  position:  first  there  would  be  a nomination  process  and  a time  for  commissioners 
to  accept  or  decline  nominations;  then,  each  commissioner  nominated  would  have  60 
seconds  to  share  their  reasons  for  seeking  the  position;  commissioners  would  have  the 
opportunity  to  ask  questions;  and,  finally  commissioners  would  vote  for  the  person  they  wish 
to  elect  to  the  position. 

Commissioner  Shackelford  then  asked  staff  to  read  out  loud  the  job  description  of  the 
Communications  and  Outreach  officer,  and  took  nominations. 

Nominations  for  Communications  and  Outreach  officer:  Commissioner  Persky  nominated 
Commissioner  Huynh. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker  expressed  her  support  for  Commissioner  Persky’s 
nomination.  There  being  no  further  nominations,  Commissioner  Huynh  thanked 
Commissioner  Persky  for  the  nomination  and  expressed  her  interest  in  helping  the 
commission  with  community  outreach. 

Commissioner  Huynh  was  elected  Communications  and  Outreach  officer  by  the  following 
roll  call  vote:  (15  votes  - Brodwin,  Carrion,  Chu,  Covington,  Gomez,  Guzman-Ramos, 

Huynh,  Marshall-Fricker,  Monge-Rodriguez,  Tu  Mutch,  Persky,  Shackelford,  Taumoepeau, 
Wu,  and  Yu). 

10.  Committee  Reports  (Discussion  Only) 

A.  Executive  Committee 

Commissioner  Persky  gave  an  update  on  the  last  Bay  Area-wide  YC  summit  planning 
meeting.  Commissioners  have  decided  on  Saturday,  March  30,  2013  as  the  date  of  the 
summit.  The  next  Bay  Area-wide  YC  summit  planning  meeting  will  take  place  on  January  18, 
2013  at  the  Oakland  Youth  Commission’s  office. 

B.  Education  Committee 

Commissioner  Chu  thanked  his  colleagues  for  their  comments  on  the  resolution.  The 
Education  committee  will  continue  to  work  on  their  S.M.A.R.T.  goals  and  priorities  with  the 
Student  Advisory  Council. 

C.  Employment  Committee 

Commissioner  Huynh  then  provided  some  employment  committee  updates.  Commissioner 
Shackelford  spoke  about  her  meeting  with  a staff  from  the  Office  of  Economic,  Workforce 
Development,  who  provided  some  feedback  on  committee  work.  The  next  committee 
meeting  will  take  place  on  Tuesday,  January  8,  2013. 


D.  Housing,  Lesbian,  Gay,  Bisexual,  Transgender  and  Questioning,  and  Transitional  age 
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Youth  Issues  Committee 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  provided  a brief  update  regarding  committee  priorities.  Committee 
members  have  agreed  to  re-prioritize  their  S.M.A.R.T.  goals  for  the  upcoming  months,  and 
will  be  working  on  researching  housing  evictions  and  greening  buildings.  The  next 
committee  meeting  will  be  on  Monday,  January  14,  2013. 

E.  Youth  Justice  Committee 

Commissioner  Carrion  gave  a detailed  update  on  the  following  things:  the  committee  has 
recently  re-engaged  SFPD  Chief  Suhr  to  follow  up  on  Youth  Commission  recommendations; 
the  committee  received  and  will  be  reviewing  a draft  of  the  memorandum  of  understanding 
between  the  SFPD  and  SFUSD,  which  included  feedback  from  community  stakeholders  and 
the  Youth  Commission;  the  committee  will  also  be  following  up  on  work  regarding  the 
recreation  yard  at  Juvenile  Hall. 

F,  Youth  Advisory  Council 

Commissioner  Yu  was  not  able  to  attend  the  last  Youth  Advisory  Council  meeting,  and  had 
no  updates  to  share. 

11.  Attendance  Review  (Action  Item) 

A.  Commissioner  Brodwin,  December  3,  2012 

Commissioner  Brodwin  explained  that  she  was  terribly  ill  during  this  meeting  and  had  to 
miss  several  days  of  school  and  commission  meetings.  She  apologized  and  said  she 
looked  forward  to  being  back  in  Youth  Commission  work  soon. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Carrion,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Monge-Rodriguez,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

B.  Commissioner  Carrion,  November  5,  2012 

Commissioner  Carrion  explained  that  his  mother  was  ill  and  he  had  to  pick  up  his 
younger  sister  the  evening  of  November  5,  2012. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 

C.  Commissioner  Covington,  December  3,  2012 

Commissioner  Covington  expressed  that  he  had  family  obligations  and  could  not  make 
the  December  3rd  meeting. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 
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Commissioner  Marshall-Fricker,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Brodwin,  moved  to 
authorize  this  absence.  This  motion  was  approved  unanimously  by  acclamation. 


12.  Announcements  (These  Includes  Community  Events) 

Commissioner  Persky  announced  that  he  was  working  with  Commissioners  Monge- 
Rodriguez,  Wu,  and  Covington  on  researching  the  deferred  action  policy  and  seeing  what 
the  commission  can  do  around  this  policy  in  San  Francisco.  He  shared  that  he  will  be 
working  with  the  Student  Advisory  Council  on  this.  He  urged  his  peers  to  join  if  they  had  any 
additional  recommendations  and/or  ideas. 

Commissioner  Tu  Mutch  announced  that  there  was  going  to  be  a holiday  party  at  the  Eureka 
Valley  Recreation  Center  next  week.  She  urged  commissioners  to  get  in  touch  with  her  for 
more  information. 

13.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business  before  the  Commission,  Chairwoman  Shackelford 
adjourned  the  meeting  at  6.58  p.m. 


iy3k  4 


